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^Inotii^imu fHuntiati. 



We have now concluded our survey of all that territory which, 
having been in the Domesday Hundred of Alnodestreu, passed, or 
may be presumed to have passed, in time of Henry I, to the then 
created Hundred of StottesdAi or to the extra-hundredal Liberty 
of Bridgnorth. 

We now proceed with those Manors which, on the said dismem- 
berment of Alnodestreu Hundred, went to constitute the newer 
Hundreds of Munslow and Brimstree. The Manors allotted to 
Munslow Hundred were but two, Broseley and Willey.^ Each of 
these, like Deuxhill already noticed, was, in the third place and in 
time of Richard I, transferred to the Liberty of Wenlock, then 
first created. In that Franchise they have ever since remained. 
And first of — 



%xt^%t\tj^, 



In determining the etymology of this name it is probable that 
neither the Domesday word (Bosle), nor the one now in use 
(Broseley) will afford so safe a guide as that current in the twelfth 
and thirteenth centuries, viz. Burwardsley. This I take to be 
nearly the Saxon name, unmutilated by Norman scribes, and 
unabbreviated by that Anglo-Saxon genius of language which came 
to eschew a multiplicity of letters as much as a redundancy of 
words. 

The name Burhredsley (Sax. Buphpebj-lea}) would be perfectly 
intelligible as the lea}, or district, possessed by some Saxon Burhred, 

^ I do not plaoe Linley or Oaughlej in Uub category, becauae thej were not 
Dometday Manors. 
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2 BROSELEY. 

and with this attempt at an etymology^ I leave the question. 
Domesday notices the place briefly and as follows : — 

" The same Helgot holds Bosle. Gethne held it (in time of King 
Edward) and was a free man. - Here is i hide gcldable. There is 
arable land (sufficient) for ii ox-teams. In demesne is one (such 
team)^ and (there are) iiii serfs^ and iiii boors and i radman 
with I team. In time of King Edward^ the value (of the Manor) 
was 16«. \d,y now it is 12«. He (Helgot) found it waste.^^^ 

I cannot confirm my identification of Bosle with Broseley^ by 
showing any interest as possessed in the latter by Helgot's suc- 
cessors. I find no evidence of this kind; but the question of 
identity is not thus to be determined^ for Broscley was not the 
only Domesday manor of Helgot which passed out of his ordinary 
succession : moreover it became absorbed in the Liberty of Wen- 
locky a circumstance which is known to have efi^aced all^ or nearly 
all^ posterior hints of the original tenure of other Manors. I shall 
presently show that Broseley was long afterwards rated as a Manor 
of I hide (the Domesday measurement) ? 

I can say nothing of the place during the half century following 
Domesday, but some circumstances^ to which I shall allude more 
particularly in the sequel^ have induced me to think that the Lords 
of Burwardsley in the next succeeding period, were descended from 
that Warin de Metz who appears to have acquired a considerable 
influence in Shropshire during the reign of Henry I. 

It is well known that whatever in the way of lands and honours 
that monarch had to bestow was usually given to men of little 
previous notoriety, and probably with less regard to any claims 
of descent than with a view to strengthen the influence of the 
crown. Henry^s favourites were however persons of ability and 
conduct, and the allegiance which the King won by a free gene- 
rosity in giving to new men, seems to have been of a truer stamp 
than that which resulted from his general character for impartiality 
and wisdom. 

Of the number thus advanced I take Warin de Metz of Lorrain 
to have been one. The mere error by which this Warin de Metz 
has been identified with Warin the Bald, the first Norman Sheriff 



1 Domesday^ fo. 258, b. 1. 

^ An attornej of Petronilla, wife of 
Warner de Williiejr, in 1204, is written aa 
" Bernard deBosleie." (Plaoita de Banco 



tempore Begis Johannis, No. 76, m. 12 
recto.) This is nearly the Domesdajf or- 
thography of Broseley, and series to settle 
the question of identity. 
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of Shropshire^ has long agoHbeen pointed out, and needs no refu- 
tation here.s 

Most of what we know, or rather read, about Warin de Metz, 
originates with those curious Chronicles which compiled Arom the 
songs of Trouvhres, profess to give account of him and his suc- 
cessors, the Fitz Warins of Whittington and Alberburj. 

These Chronicles, besides that portion of them which common 
sense rejects at once as fabulous, are replete with anachronisms, 
contradictions, and improbabilities. Nevertheless, like all other 
legends, they have their value, and it is our business to extract 
whatever element of truth they may contain. We must accept all 
that is reasonable in itself and which we cannot disprove by better 
evidence. We must not only accept but greatly prize whatever is 
confirmed by independent testimony. 

Now the facts, which may be selected from these Fitz-Warin 
Chronicles for our present purpose are these, — that Warin de 
Metz lived in the time of Henry I,^ — that his marriage allied him 
with the family of Peverel, then very powerful in Shropshire and 
in the Marches, — that he was related to the Dukes (or Earls) of 
Little Brittany, consequently to the family of Le Strange, whose 
pr<^nitor Guy is represented indeed as coming to, And ultimately 
settling in, England by suggestion of Warin. 

Accepting thus much as fact, I now hazard a conjecture, bolder 
than any which I have yet ventured upon in these pages and in 
justification of which I can refer to no previous Writer. My 
supposition, which must be tested by the sequel, is, that either 
Warin de Metz himself, or William his younger son, acquired this 
Lordship of Broseley in time of s Henry I, — perhaps by exchange. 



' Dugdale himself is responsible for 
this error, which, in a general inquiry like 
his, was a most likelj one to arise. (Vide 
Baronagef vol. i, p. 443.) Finding, from 
the Salop Chartalarj, that Warin and 
Fulooius were early Sheriffs of the Ck>nnty, 
and finding, firom the Fitz-Warin Chro- 
nicles, that Warin de Metz and Fulk his 
son, were men of great trust and repute, 
in an era nearly as early, Dugdale na- 
turally identified one pair with the other. 
This identity is uniformly ignored by Mr. 
Blakeway, when noticing any of the indi- 
viduals oonoemed, and in one instance 
(Sheriffs, p. 31) Dugdale*s error is obvi- 



ously the one alluded to. Mr. Wright, in 
his MiHory o/Jjudlow (p. 83), has speci- 
fied another of Dugdale*s omissions, in 
his account of the Fitz- Warins ; but the 
whole question of their descent requires 
that re-examination which I hope to offer 
on the earliest occasion. 

^ The Chronicle says that he came into 
notice before the death of William the 
Conqueror, and implies that he survived 
the accession of Stephen. These two 
data of course involve the third £sct, of 
his living in the time of Henry I ; but I 
by no means advance them both as fully 
correct in themselves. 
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perhaps under a partial forfeiture of the previous Lord^ perhaps by 
feoffinent of the then Baron of Holgate^ though the seigneural 
interest of the latter can be traced no further. 

The Archidiaconal Chapter which^ about a.d. 1115^ sat at Castle 
Holgate under presidency of Richard Bishop of London^ has been 
already alluded to.'^ Among the fourteen lay witnesses who 
attended, were two whom it is to our purpose to mention here, 
viz. Hamo Peverel and Warinus. The subject which engaged the 
Chapter's attention should ako be remembered. — 

It was the Parochial jurisdiction of Wenlock Priory, and the 
frequent attestations of subsequent Lords of Burwardsley, which 
appear in deeds concerning that House, will render it possible 
that the Warin, who attested about a.d. 1115, so attested with 
reference to some similar connection. At the same time we must 
mark the concurrent appearance of this Warin with Hamo Peverel 
and with the Viceroy of Henry I. 

For the sake of showing my hypothesis to be free from chrono- 
logical objections I must now notice the first occurrence of the 
sons of Warin de Metz.' 

Of these. Soger appears to have been the eldest, Fulk the 
second, and eventually chief of the family ; and William, if rightly 
assumed to have been son of Warin, will have been younger than 
either. 

The documents which suggest this view are as follows — A 
charter whereby Walcheline Maminoht (one of Hamo PeverePs 
coheirs) between the years 1136 and 1141 exchanged lands with 
the Abbot of Shrewsbury is attested by Roger Fitz Wariif.^ — 

A charter by which the same Walcheline, about the year 1 145 
granted Bradford Mill to Haughmond Abbey is attested by Roger 
Fitz Warin and Fulk his Brother.® 

Of the presumed third Brother, William, we do not hear so 
early, but when he at length occurs it is chiefly in connection 
with the coheirs of the Peverels. — 

An act of restitution to Salop Abbey by Hugh de Dover and 



* VoL I, pp. 217, 223. 

' With the same yiew of preseiTing a 
dear chronology, I should also notice two 
mis-statements of the Fits-Warin Chro- 
nicles. The first is, that Warin de Metz 
married as late as the accession of Owen 
Gwyned to the sceptre of North Wales, 
». 0. after 1137 : the second is, that it was 



his son, Fulk Fitz -Warin I, who mar- 
ried Hawise de Dynan. It was Warin's 
grandson (Fulk II) who espoused that 
coheiress. 

7 Salop Chartulaiy, No. 28. 

" Haughmond Chartulary, fo. 89 ; and 
HarL MSS., 2188, fo. 128. 
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Matilda his wife (one of the daid coheirs)^ and which passed between 
the years 1161 and 1172, is attested by William Fitz Warin of 
Burewasley.* 

A similar and probably contemporaneous act by Ascelina de 
Walterville^ another of the said coheirs^ is also attested by William 
Rtz Warin of Burewardesley.^^ 

It was doubtless the indiyidual under notice^ in whose favour 
the following precept of Henry II issued early in that King's 



reign:- 



ft 



Henry King of England and Duke of Normandy to the Sheriff 
and his Ministers of Salopesire, I concede that William Fitz 
Warin may hold and have his assarts in Salopesire and may turn 
them to his profit at his own pleasure. Witness — The Chancellor 
at Faleise/' ^^ 

It was about this time (but specifically in 1170 or 1171) that 
Fulk Fitz -Warin I, the presumed elder brother of William, died. 
We are also fortunate in having proof that William was ere long 
succeeded at Broseley by another Warin. We thus complete a 
parallel between the two presumed brothers. 

This Warin, the successor and almost surely the son of William, 
was a person of note in his day. The earliest mention I find of 
him is in a deed which passed while Peter was Prior of Wenlock, 
i.6. between the years 1169 and 1176. This deed is attested by 
Warin de BurwardesP and Philip his brother.^* 

About September 1176, the three Justices appointed to that 
circuit under the Statutes of Northampton, visited Shropshire. 
Amongst others they inflicted a fine of two merks on " Warin de 
Burwarley, because he was present when excuse was made about 
the death of John/' ^* A murder, I suppose, had been hushed up 
by the laxity of some manorial or provincial court or jury which 
should have investigated the case more fully, and of which Warin 
was a member. 

At Michaelmas 1177, Warin de Burewardesley appears as one 
of those who had been amerced by the King himself for trespass 
on the Royal Forests. His fine of ten merks, when compared 
with his position and that of others more heavily pimished, indi- 



> Salop Chartulary, No. 30. 

^ Ibidem, No. 81. 

11 Dngdale's MSS. in BibL Aahmol., 
Tol. xvii, fo. 54^ quoting eridenoes of Sir 
C. Smytii, Knt. The attesting Chancellor 



IB doubtless Thomas 2k Becket, and so the 
date of the precept probably May 1162. 

1^ Wenlock Begister at Willey, fo. 7. 

^ Bot. JP^. 22 Hen. II, Salop. 
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cates no very aggravated offence. He discharged half the debt in 
the current year and half in the year following.^* 

I now come to a most important entry relating to this Manor^ 
the appearance of which on the Staffordshire and not the Shrop- 
shire Pipe-Boll is remarkable; bnt such transfers are by no means 
unprecedented. 

During a recent visit of the King's Justices a fine had been 
negotiated by Fulko son of Fulko Fitz Warin, which he had paid 
before Michaelmas 1183. He had proffered '^one merk that he 
might prosecute in the King's Court (instead of before the Justices) 
the suit which he had concerning one hide of land in Burewardes- 
ley."i* 

. We have here not only a satisfactory correspondence between 
the Domesday measurement of Bosle and the subsequent contents 
of Burwardsley ; but, according to my view, hitherto presumptive, 
lire have the son and heir of the elder brother suing his first cousin, 
the son and heir of the younger brother, for his inheritance. We 
shall see presently that the probable ground of this suit was 
heirship, i. e. that the parties derived their claims from a common 
ancestor. 

I have no evidence of the result of this suit, but what may be 
gathered from subsequent events. 

About this time Warin de. Burward' attests a charter which has 
been already cited as relating to Corve (near Monk Hopton).^* 
As Warin de Burwardesley or Burwardele he stands last witness of 
two charters which passed somewhat later in the century, and by 
which Isabel de Say, Lady of Clun, and her third husband William 
Botterell ensured her extensive grants to Wenlock Priory .^^ 

At Michaelmas 1188, Warin de Burewardesley had been fined 
a merk by Jystices of the forest, ^^for building a mill without 
regard," «. e, without view and license of the proper authorities.^® 



" Rot, Pip, 23 and 24 Hen. IT, Salop. 

^ Sot. Pip, 29 Hen. II, Staff. Nova 
Placita et Novse ConTentiones per Tho- 
mam filium Bemardi et Alanum do Fur- 
nellis et Bobertum de Witefeld. Fulko 
filius Fulkonis fUii Warini reddit compo- 
tum de 1 mared pro habendA loquel& bu& 
in CuriA Kegia de 1 hidA terne in Bnre- 
wardeslega. In Thesauro liberavit. Et 
quietus eat. 

" Supra, Vol. I, p. 140. 

*^ MoncuticoUf vol. ▼, 7G ; Nos. iv & v. 



w Sot, Pip, 34 Hen. II, Salop. This 
probably arose from the contiguity of 
Broaeley to Shirlot Forest. The rights and 
jurisdictions appurtenant to a Royal Fo- 
rest were by no means confined to the 
actual limits of the kaye or chaoe. All 
sorts of imposts were assessable on neigh- 
bouring and often on distant Manors, and 
erery Manor thus liable was said to be 
"within regard" of such and such a 
Forest. 
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During the captivity of King Richard^ Warin de Burwardsley 
was one of those who aided in the treasonable designs of John Earl 
of Moreton^ nay, he was actually in the employment of that Prince 
at Nottingham. 

On the surrender of that Cattle in March 1194, he would appear 
to have been of the garrison^ and his manors and effects were 
seized into the King's hands in consequence. But the records 
(admirably consistent with and illustrative of the history of this 
eventful period) shall tell their own story. — 

At Michaelmas 1194, the Gustos of the King's Escheats, under 
the head of '^Salopescire'' renders account of the following re* 
ceipts, viz — of £8, Ss. 6rf., of the ferm of Warin's Burwardeley, 
for half a year ;— of £10. for the com of the same vill which had 
been sold; — of 17^. of the ferm of the same Warin's Bradelea 
(Bradley near Broseley); — and of 6$. Sd, for hay of thesame vill 
which had been sold.^* 

At the same period (Michaelmas 1194) ^'Adam de Beissin 
accounted five merks for pardon, whereas he had married Mabel 
le Strange of Burwardesley without the King's license and for 
having his lands in Shropshire in peace." He had paid the whole 
fine.2o 

This requires some explanation. Adam de Beysin of Billingsley, 
Wrickton, Walkerslow, and Ashfield, the last three of whidi he 
held in capiie of the Crown, had married Mabel eldest daughter and 
eventually coheir of Warin de Burwardsley. This being without 
license he was liable to fine and forfeiture, not because he had 
married an heiress or ward of the Crown, which was not yet 
Mabel's condition, but because he himself was a tenant in capites 
But a still more important hint is dontained in this Exchequer 
entry, — Mabel daughter of Warin de Burwardsley is called " Mabel 
le Strange." 

This, in conjunction with our previous assumptions, reminds us 
of the inferences drawn from the Fitz Warin Chronicle, viz. that 
Warin de Metz was not only akin to the family of Le Strange, 
but might himself be well described by a name, which, if I mistake 
not, was originally borne by or applied to more than one family. 

Very shortly after Michaelmas 1194, Warin de Burwardsley 
redeemed his forfeited lands, for the Escheator who accounted at 



M» «E»eheal-RoU of Dirers Connties," 
inserted in Sot, Fip, 6 Rie. I. 



» Sot. JPip, 6 Ric. I, Salop. 
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Michaelmas 1195, had received nothing therefrom during the past 
year. Moreover among the fines which had been offered and 
accepted by the King since " his return from Almagne " was one to 
the following effect — " Warin de Burwordesle renders account of 
20 merks for having the Eing^^ goodwill and his land, who was 
with Earl John in Nottingham Castle. He has paid it and is quit.'' 

At the same period (Michaelmas 1195), Warin de Burewordesle 
is entered as owing 2^ merks, a further fine which he had proffered 
''for having trial about half a knight's fee in Bowlton and EUar- 
dine, against Griffin, son of Hereverth (so written for Gervase). 
Warin's pledge was John le Strange.*^ The whole of this fine was 
not discharged till Michaelmas, 1201. 

Here again we are reminded of the connection between Warin 
and the family of Le Strange ; and once more, when, some years 
later, John le Strange made a grant, in Cheswardine, to Haugh- 
mond Abbey, Warin de Burward' was a witness.^* 

This is not the place to hazard any surmise about the grounds of 
Warin de Burwardsley's claim on Rowton and EUardine. Suffice 
it to say, that those two Manors, together with Sutton and Brock- 
ton, constituted the Serjeantry of Griffin, son of Gervase Goch, who 
had in the previous year (1194) succeeded to his estates. Griffin's 
title was questioned in another instance than this, and in that other 
instance he is known to have compounded the adverse claim of 
Ralph de Sanford by a grant of land in Brockton. Something of 
the same kind probably resulted in the case of Warin de Burwards- 
ley ; for an Inquisition taken about a. d. 1261 records that " Griffin 
de Sutton formerly alienated 2 virgates of his serjeantry at Sutton 
to Warin de Burwardeg."^ 

At the County Assizes (October 1203), Warin de Burwardsley 
sat as a juror in causes which were tried by the Kinff's grand 
Assize,"^ 

I must not omit to mention that besides his estates at Broseley, 
Bradley, and Sutton, Warin de Burwardsley was also a tenant 
in capite of the Crown. A Roll of Crown Tenures in the County 
of Stafford, which appears to have been taken in 1211, records that 
'' Wwin de Burewardesley holds the Manor of Esseleg by service 
of the fifth part of a knighf s fee, for which he is liable to do ward 



n Bot. Ftp, 7 Bio. I, Salop. 

^ Haughmond Ghartularj, fo. 43. 

» Tula de NeviU, fo. 274. 



^ iS'a^.^Mi2M,6Johxi,memb.4recto. 
These jurors were usually Knights, or men 
of knightly degree. 
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at Srawrthin." ^^ The Manor which he thus held was Ashley-upon- 
Tem^ in Fyrehill Hundred, Staffordshire. It had been Earl 
Soger's at Domesday. The Castle, to which the service specified 
was due, was that of Shrawardine, and at the period in question it 
was a Royal Castle. 

Within the three years ending Michaelmas 1212, Warin de 
Burewardesleg had fined with the King in a sum of 20 merks, but 
for what purpose we cannot say. — ^The fine had been paid. Within 
the same period, and probably towards its dose, he had been 
amerced in a similar sum of 20 merks, for a breach of the forest 
laws. Of this heavy penalty he had paid three parts, and the 
King (John) had excused the rest.^ 

I can say little more of Warin de Burwardsley, except that about 
1196 he attested a composition about Priors Ditton Church already 
noticed; about 1200, a grant by William Mauveysin of Ridware 
(Staffordshire) ; about 1201, a grant by William Fitz Alan (ii) to 
IKchard de Leighton ; and between 1205 and 1211, a grant by Ralph 
de Sanford which concerned land at Brockton, near Sutton.^^ 

A very usual witness with Warin de Burwardsley was his 
neighbour Warner de Wililey, and the appearances of both indicate 
a high position in the County Court, if not some more specific and 
official connexion. 

I find no later notice of Warin de Burwardsley than that above 
mentioned, in the year 1212. He had then been in possession of 
his estates nearly forty years, and he certainly did not survive many 
more. At his death (between 1212 and 1220), he left two sons, 
Philip and Roger, and three daughters, Mabel, Alice and Margery. 

Philip de Burwardsley, the heir of Warin, occurs first as having 
fined with King Henry III for a weekly Market at "Eisl'' (Ashley) . 
The Record of the Fine does not seem to be preserved, but on 
May 20, 1220 (the King being at Shrewsbury), Philip paid by 
hand of Walter de Saint Owen, a palfrey for this privilege. 
Accordingly a torit close dated 2d Oct. 1220, orders the Barons of 
the Exchequer to discharge the debt from their accounts.^ 

At the County Assizes, Nov. 1221, William Fitz Richard and 



» TeHa de NevUl, fo. 249. 

^ Sot. Pip, 14 John, Salop, which 
combines (without distinguishing) the 
SheriiTs accounts for three years. The 
Ihie SolU for the whole period are lost ; 
so is the Forest SoU-, which should 

II. 



contain the entiy we are iu need of. 

» Supra, vol. i, p. 822. Shaw's Staf- 
fardeMrey vol. i, p. 170 ; and Charters at 
Leighton and Haughton. 

» Sot Claws, vol. i, p. 431. 
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Emma his ivife, who had arraigned an ORsize of novel disseizin 
against Philip de Burwardesley and William le Bretun concerning 
a tenement in Wenlock and warranty qf a Charter ^ withdrew their 
snit, receiving 20». from the latter.^ 

In 1230, Philip de Burwardsley appears in the Courts at West- 
minster as being sued by Fulk Fitz Warin (the third of that name, 
as I discover) for his inheritance, or so much thereof as had not 
been involved in the litigation of their respective Fathers nearly 
fifty years before. The steps which were taken in this new suit 
should be given as they occur on the Bolls. On the QuinzaMe of 
St. Hilary (Feb. 17) 1280, Fulc6 Fitz Warin names Henry de 
Waneting as his Attorney against Philip de Burwardel.^^ 

On June 28, 1280, the cause came on. — " Fulco Fitz Warin, by 
his Attorney sues Philip de Burwardel for 2'carrucate8 of land in 
Edulvescote (Arlsoot), and 2 carrucates in Bradelegh (Bradley), 
both in Shropshire ; also for 2 carrucdtes in Offelegh (so written 
for Ashley), Staffordshire. — Philip asks view of the whole. The 
cause is adjourned to the Octaves of St. Martin,'* (Nov. 18, 1280).*^ 

I can trace nothing of this suit for many succeeding Terms, but 
on July 8, 1288, 1 find that the cause was still standing for trial 
by Grand Assize, and that Philip's Attorney, Warner de Biadele, 
essoigned himself by Boger Brun. An adjournment to Nov. 12 
was the result. That day was given to such Becognizors as were in 
attendance, viz. to Bobert de Essington, Bobert de Halg^ton, 
Adam de Brimton, John de Acton and William de Wilbricton of 
Staffordshire, and to Nicholas de Wylilegh and Bobert de Sta^ 
pelton of Shropshire : and the Sheriff was to produce the others 
(non-attendants) bodily in Court.'* 

On the day named (Nov. 12,1288), the " Oreat Assize between 
Fulco Fitz Warin, Plaintiff, and Philip de Burwardesleg concerning 
land in Asselegh, was respited to one month of Easter {i.e. to May 
21, 1284) by reason of the default (non-attendance) of the Be- 
cognizors.^^ ^ 

On that day Warner de Bradele, Philip's Attorney, had essoign 



^ Salop Assizes, 6 Hen. Ill, memb. 
3 dorso. Philip de Burvrardsley served 
at these Assizes, as a Juror, in several 
important trials, and was apparently a 
Knight. 

* Placita apud Wiestm, Hilary Term 
14 Hen. Ill, memb. 12 recto. 



« Ibidem, Trinity Term 14 Hen. Ill, 
memb. 11 dorso. 

32 Ibidem, Trinity Term 17 Hen. III. 

33 Ibidem, Mioh.Terml? & 18 H. Ill, 
memb. 25 recto. 
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through Richard de Beyain till Oct. 27 ; which day was also given 
to Adam de Arundell, Robert de Clifton^ and Nicholas de Wylilegh^ 
Recognizors, who were in attendance; and the Sheriff had the 
usual order to produce the Defaulters.^ 

The Rolls of Michaelmas Term 1234 are lost, and of every Term 
till that of Easter 1236, when nothing further of this suit appears. 
We are however most fortunate in having a hint as to its probable 
termination. In the year 1259, the then Pulk Fitz Warin of 
Wbittington was in receipt of an annual quit-rent of Is, chargeable 
on one third of the Manor of Ashley .^^ He probably had a similar 
Hen on the other shares of the Manor, and indeed evidence of that 
fact occurs.^ 

This brings round the more general and interesting question of 
descent with which we are concerned. — 

It matters not wheth^ the Fulk Fitz Warin of 1259 held this 
rent-charge as an inheritance derived from a succession of an- 
cestors, or whether after long disuse the hereditary due had been 
re-established by law. — 

It was clearly a seigneural right, and represented a bond fide 
claim. As such its existence is in perfect conformity with, nay a 
circumstantial proof of, the theory which has now, I think, been 
established, viz. that the family of De Burwardsley were Fitz 
Warins, they and the Fitz Warins of Whittington descended 
respectively from a younger and elder Son of Warin de Metz. 
That certain Armorial Bearings were at an early period common 
to both houses may p^haps be taken as a final and conclusive 
evidence on the question.^ 



M JSwon. apMd Weslm. Saster Term 18 
Hen. m, memb. 27 reoto. 

» SKheatt^ 48 Hen. Ill, No. 12, b. 

* John de Eyton, who died in 1300, 
ftnd represented another of these shares, is 
expressly said to have been chargeable 
with a ohief-rent of half a merk, dae on a 
third of Ashley, to the Fulk Fitz Warin 
of that period. (Inquisition, 28 £dw. I, 
No. 83). 

V It is not meant by this that these or 
any Arms were deriTed from their common 
Ancestor, Warin de Metz, whose era was 
fax too early to warrant such an assump- 
tion. The probability is, that when the 
elder house assumed a certain coat, the 



younger house assumed the same (with 
some difference^ or mark of cadency), and 
thereby acknowledged or asserted its claim 
of relationship. The arms borne by Fitz 
Warin of Whittington were — 

*' Quarterly, per fesse indented, argent 
and gules.** 

The same ParHtion-IAmei appear on the 
shield of Philip de Burwardsley. The 
colours of the lattei* cannot be positively 
determined, but there is every presump- 
tion that they were Gules and Or. The 
substitution of colowr for metal in the first 
or principal quarter of the shield, would 
be, I imagine, a mark of cadency quite in 
keeping with early heraldic usage. 
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To return to Philip de Barwardsley. — 

At Michaelmas 1231^ he appears as having been amerced five 
merks by the Justices of the Forest '^ because his dogs coursed 
without license/' He had paid two merks already, and the balance 
was discharged in the following year.*® 

An Inquisition of Staffordshire Tenures which seems to be of 
date about a.d. 1232, reports him as holding Esseleg (Ashley) by 
serjeantry of finding, at his proper cost, one serving horseman at 
the Castle of Srawrthin for fifteen days.^' 

Again in 1235-6, when the aid for marrying the King's Sister 
Isabella to the Emperor Frederick was levied in Staffordshire, 
Philip de Burewardesley paid onemerk theceto>the assessment pro- 
portionate to half a Knighf s fee held in capUe, in Asseleg.^ 

Besides his estates already mentioned he seems to have held 
half a hide in Stoneacton, probably under the same Madoc de 
Sutton of whom he held land at Brockton. This half-hide Philip 
appears to have granted to the Knights Templars of Lidley before 
the year 1240.*^ 

About this time he seems to have died, leaving nq issue. His 
Brother Eoger was his heir. His wife Emma also survived him. 
The period of his tenure of Broseley and Ashley is well illustrated 
by a series of deeds, which must be briefly recited. — 

Philip de Burwardsley grants to the Abbot and Convent of 
Buildwas a right of quarry throughout his wood of Burwardsley 
towards the construction of their buildings. They may make a 
road firom their quarries to the Severn and cut down trees for that 
purpose, but must leave the timber on the ground. — ^Witnesses : 
Folco de Alberburi, William de Warren and Ranulf his Brother, 
Gerald Fitz Toret, Eoger de Bestune, Memun de Swiney, William 
de Aseley.** 

Besides his attestation of two Brockton Deeds, the earliest of 
which passed between the years 1216 and 1224, Philip de Bur- 
wardesley deals with part of his tenure in that manor as follows. — 
He grants to *' Balph de Sonforde and his heirs a virgate in the 



" Sot Pip. 15 & 16 Hen. Ill, Salop. 

» Testa de NevUl, fo. 240. 

« Ibidem, foUos 287, 244. 

« Sot Sund. ii, 72. 

« Blakewagf M88. in BibL Bodl. I 
giye the witnesses* names as I am able to 
read them. The first is undoubtedly Fulk 
Fits Wartn (III) ; the last connected with 



Ashley (Staffordshire). The deed may be 
dated as having passed about 1220. If 
so, it informs us of the date of some parts 
of Buildwas Abbey. The Seal is charged 
with the coat of arms described aboTe, 
but is in the shape of a heart, and di^rent 
from other, and presumptiyely later, seals 
of the same Grantor. 
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Ml of Brocton^ via. that wHch Thomas 'held. Fifteen merks is paid 
for ingress^ and Philip reserves to himself and heirs an annual rent 
of \2d, payable at Michaelmas'' in the vtU of Borewardesley. 
Philip further covenants to discharge an annual rent of %d, due on 
the said virgate to the Lord of the Fee. — ^Witnesses : Walter de 
Hugeforde^ Hugh de Bechebi^ Richard de Ruton^ William de 
Bagesouer, Henry le Strange^ William Ruscel^ Adam de la Haya.^ 

As regards his Manor of Ashley^ Philip de Burwardeleg grants 
to Richard le Rekene of Fodemor half a virgate in the vill of 
Esselegy with such common rights as were enjoyed by his other 
men of Esseleg. — Richard to pay reasonable pannage if he should 
have aay swine in the Lord's wood. — ^Witnesses : Sir Benedict de 
Broml^, Q«ofi&ey his son^ William^ Clerk of Chatculne^ Oervase 
de Standon^ Richard de Fodemor^ Nicholas de Derintqn^ John and 
William sons of Robert Provost of Esseleg^ and others.^ 

By another deed " Philip, Lord of Burwardsley grants to William, 
son of Hei9g?ius of Tonge and his heirs, half a virgate in Edulves- 
cote (Arlscott), which John, Brother of Dame Petronilla, held. — 
Witnesses : Richard de Middelhope, Richard de Leiton, Reginald 
de Leigh, Nicholas de Wilileye, Wido de Ferlauwe, William le 
Forcer, Richard de Kayl^, John Tece, Stephen de Swiney, Roger 
de Presthope, William de Burwardsley,*^ Walter Bon Valet, 
William de Benethale, Adam de Hesleia (Ashley).*^ 

A further series of three deeds which seem to have passed suc- 
cessively between the years 1226 and 1240, contain many points of 
local and some of more general interest. — 



^ Charter in postession of the Bey. 
John Brooke. The Seal, of white wax, is 
nearly destroyed, bat enough remams to 
ahow ashiiild of arms divided " Quarterly, 
per fesse indented." The/ probable date is 
^m 1220 to 12d0. 

^ Charter at Willey. I quote this deed 
as affording disproof of Erdeswick's state- 
ment (Edition 1844, p. 116) as to the de- 
scent of the Bromleys, of whom I haye 
more to say presently. Fodmore^ Chatkill, 
Bromley (now G«mrds Bromley), Stan- 
don, andDorrington, are tilvUU or ham- 
lets near to Ashley; Dorrington is in 
Shropshire. 

^ There was a William de Burwardel, 
son of Baldwin, who being with King 
John at Dublin, in 1210, had on August 



21, an advance of two merks out of the 
King's coffers. {PrcBgHta, p. 218). This 
debt, together with another prtuMum of 
209., was repaid tiirough the Sheriff of 
Shropshire, in the year ending Michaelmas 
. 1281 (Bot Pip. 15 Hen. UI), and by 
William de Borewardel himself, who may 
therefore be the witness of the above. 

^ Cpyney Charters, copied by Bugdale 
(vol. xxxix, p. 84, in Bibl. AshmoL Ozon.) 
The year 1280 must be the proximate date 
of this deed. It had a Seal of Arms — 
"Quarterly, per fesse indented." Mr. 
Blakeway*s supposition that Dame 
Petronilla, mentioned in this deed, was 
the wife of Warner de Wililey, is not, 
I think, well grounded. 
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By the firsts Philip Lord of Burwardesleg with consent of his 
wife and heirs^ grants to Geoffrey son of Nicholas Smith of 
Burwardesleg the land which William Fitz Goderich held in 
Burwardesleg^ and 5 acres in Switfeld^ in lieu of the land of Hurste 
which Goderich^ William^s Father^ held (said 5 acres being situate^ 
2 beyond the Denesti, 1 in the culture of Baredis^ 1 above the 
Longefurlong^ and 1 in the culture of Hargreve) . The'entrance-fee 
is 10 merks ; the reserved rent 6«. The tenant and his heirs to 
have husbot and haybote in the Lord's wood^ where his other free 
men have common-right^ and all easements for himself and his 
animals. He may assign the premises to whom he will^ except 
religious houses. — ^Witnesses : Nicholas de Wilileg, William Parson 
of Burwardesleg, John Tece, William le Forcer, Stephen de Swiney, 
William de Swiney, John le Qot, Ralph de Kayleg, Adam Hesleg 
(de Ashley), Alan de la Dene, Warner his son, William Carpenter, 
and others.*^ 

By the next deed "Philip de Burwardesle, in his full power, 
concedes and confirms to Ralph Cutuel Clerk the land which he 
had before given to Geoffrey Fitz Nicholas." The same premises 
are described and the same rent reserved '^as'^ (says the Grantor) 
" the Charter which I made to Geoffrey testifies, because the same 
Geoffrey, in my Court, hath given the said land to the afore- 
named Ralph, and hath delivered to him the Charter which I made 
him thereof, and hath attorned the said Ralph and his assignees to 
render the aforesaid service to me. And I Philip, on Geoffrey's 
resignation, have received the homage of Ralph in my Court.'' For 
this, Ralph paid i merk entrance-money. — Witnesses: Robert 
de Haya, Walter de Huggeford, Robert de Stepelton, Roger 
Sprengehos, Odo de Hodenet, Maddoc de Sutton, Henry de 
Huggeford, Stephen de Suyney, Warin de Bradel', Roger de 
Pynelesdun, William de Tonge, and Adam de Esset.^ 

By the third deed of this series Philip de Burwardesle gives to 



*7 Charter at Willey . The Seal, of green 
wax, is two inches in diameter, and nearly 
entire. It bears a shield of arms (party 
per fesse indented), and the legend — 
SiaiLL* Fhixiffi db Bubwabbbslbo. 

A former tenant of one of the acres 
named in the deed is called Thwst, the 
initial letter used by the scribe being "p 
(the Saxon th). In the next deed the same 
name is written Yust. 



« Charter at Willey. The Seal is as the 
last, but of rose-coloored wax, and attached 
by a pbuted cord of red silk. Both these 
deeds haye been marked with a cross (ap- 
parently at the time of execution) on the 
lower mai^in. It is undoubtedly the mark 
of the Ghrantor. The practice of affixing a 
mark belonged rather to an earlier period 
than the date of these deeds, but was rare 
at any time. 



Seal of S* James' Hospital, Bridgnorth. 
C¥uicVol.l,p349) 




Seal of Philip de Burwardesleg, 
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Robert de Haya all the land and messuage in Burwardesle which 
GeoflFrey the Deacon, son of Nicholas, formerly held of him, and 
which said Geoffrey afterwiu*ds sold to Ralph the Clerk, formerly 
Rector of Burwardesle, and which Gilbert, brother and heir of 
said Ralph, afterwards sold to the Grantor (Philip). Philip also 
grants to the same Robert the messuage and curtilage which 
belonged formerly to Quepith, daughter of Godric, near the Court of 
the Parson of the said vill of Burwardesle. For this Robert de 
Haye pays 8 merks on entry (in gersumam). The reserved rent 
is a pair of white gloves. — ^Witnesses : Walter de Huggeford ; Odo 
de Hodenet; Richard de Harleg, Clerk; Madocde Sutton; Alan 
Fitz Alvic of Bruges ; John de Burwarsleg.*^ 

Of Roger de Burwardsley, Philip's successor, I find some notices 
during the life of his elder brother. On 12 March 1227, he attests 
a Charter of Wenlock Priory.^^ He appears as claiming some 
interest in Higley against Ralph de Mortimer of Wigmore, in 
August 1228, and again in May 1229.^^ The result of his suits 
was a Fine dated Nov. 21, 1236, whereby Ralph de Mortimer • 
granted feoffment of a carucate in HuggeP to Roger and his heirs.^' 
Roger's claim had in the second instance been prosecuted under 
writ of " mort d'ancestre," whereby I presume that it arose through 
his mother, who must have been a second wife of Warin de Bur- 
wardsley, otherwise Philip, elder brother of Roger and living in 
1229 if not in 1236, could have been the only claimant under such 
a writ. 

Be that as it may, Roger de Burwardsley and another are 
entered on a Roll, of date about 1240, as holding one knight's fee 
in Hugeleg under Ralph de Mortimer.^* 

The next notice which 1 have of Roger de Burwardsley involves 
the fact of his decease previous to 12 Oct. 1243. On that day the 
King's Writ, directing the usual Inquisition on the death of a 
Tenant in capite, issued.^^ 

The Return reports that the Deceased " held two carucates in 
Demesne in Esseleg, and seven virgates in viUanage by service of 
finding one horseman at Montgomery ^^ for fifteen days: — ^that 



^ Copy in Mr. Blakeway's MSS., appa- 
rently extracted from the CoUections of 
the well-known James Bowen. 

^ MonaHieon, vol. t, p. 74 i Notes, 
No. 5. 

«> Soi. Fat. 12 Hen. Ill, and 13 
Hen. III. 

II. 



« Fines at Salop, 21 Hen. HI. 

« Testa de NemU, fo. 228. 

»* Inq. p. mort, 27 Hen. Ill, No. 28. 

^ The semoes of Castle-Guard due to 
Shrawaardine were aitomsd to the Castle" 
of Montgomery early in the reign of 
Hen. Ill i — of which more hereafter. 

3 
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the land altogether was worth £5. 8#. 2d. (per annam)^ whereof 
the widow of Philip de Burwardsley had a third : — that the three 
sisters of Roger were his heirs^ to wit^ Mabel^ the eldest^ and 
Alice^ and Margery." 

The result was that on 19 Feb. 1244^ the King rendered to the 
said three sisters the whole land which their brother Roger held in 
capite in Asseleg^ and received their homage thereof. The Sheriff 
of Staffordshire was enjoined to take their security for payment of 
100«. relief to the Crown^ and to give them livery of the land in 
question, saving to Mabel, the eldest sister, her esnecy ^ of the 
aforesaid land.^^ They had accounted for the said 100«. before 
Michaelmas 1245.*^® 

We must now*say something of each of these coheiresses. — 

Mabel de Burwardsley, the eldest, has already been mentioned 
under the name of Mabel le Strange, and as having, previously to 
Michaelmas 1194, been married to Adam de Beysin. Though she 
was now (1244) living, fifty years after her marriage, her husband 
had been some time dead. 

At his decease in 1238, he left by Mabel, Adam his son and 
heir, a second son Warin, of whom presently, and a daughter 
Margery, who about 1225 had married Thomaa de Bagsore. 

Adam de Beysin, son and heir of Adam, did not live long to 
enjoy his paternal inheritance. He died Dec. 13, 1243, leaving 
an only son and heir, Robert, about sixteen months old at his 
father's death. During the first part of his very long minority 
Robert's grandmother, Mabel, was yet alive and so representing 
the interests of this branch of the family in one^tbird of Broseley. 

We will first say what remains to be said of her. — 

In the year 1244 or 1245, calling herself Mabel daughter of 
Warin de Burwardesleg, she grants in lawM widowhood to Warin 
her son all the land which by hereditary right had fallen or should 
fall to her in the vUh of Edulvescote (Arlscott) and of West 
Bradeleye (Bradley near Broseley). The reserved rent is one pound 
of pepper. — ^Witnesses: Sir Hugh de Upton, Sir Richard de 
Leychton, Sir Thomas Corbet of Tasseleye, Sir Ralph d'Arraz, 
Knights ; Hugh de Lega, Thomas de Upton, John de Bechebir,' 
Henry, Clerk of Kinlet.^' 



M [The right of ohoonog tet among 
ooparonen in ao estate. 

V i2o^.J\m.28Hen.III,memb.8; and 
OriginaUa^ 28 Hen. Ill, memb. 8. 



» Sot I^* 29 Hen. ni, Salop. 

^ Dngdale*s Extracts irom Cojney 
Deeds (ut supra). This deed had a Seal 
charged with the device of a Spread Eagle 
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At Midiaeimas 1347, Matel de Borwajrdeleg appears as haying 
aeeouiited belf a merk to the Sheriff for some default.^ 

An Inquisition, of September 1263, preaently to be cited, epeaksof 
Mabd de Beysin having held dower in her former hnsband^s baids ; 
bat the Beoord is so de&oed that I ean extract from it no inference 
as to the period of her ieath or whether, •• was barely possiUe, 
she was living at ths date (d the Inquast.^^ 

Of Warin her younger aon, and Margery her daughter, I shall 
speak elsewhere; but here of— ^ 

Robert da B^^in, grandson and heir of Mabel, who had, as I 
have said^ a v^ry long minority and (his father having been a 
iaifOni in tapite) was in the first inntanoe a ward of the Crown. 
I^e King granted the said wardship to Sibil Oiffard, who sold it 
to Sir Baldwin Freville. The latter again sold it, either altogether, 
or in 80 far aa the marriage of the heir was concerned, to Sir Philip 
le Brest;. Hence the fidlowing statement by the jurors of Wenlock 
Liberty in 1266. — 

'^ Bobert de Beyssin is Lord of Burewardesleg, and of Edullescot 
(Arlscot) and Braddeg, and he holds of the Prior of Wenlock. He 
does suit to the Court c^ the Prior as, before Richard Ps time, his 
ancestors did suit to Munselowe Hundred. Robert was in custody 
of the Eong. The King gave said custody to Dame Sibil Giffard, 
she to Sir Baldwin Frevill, who sold Robert's marriage to Sir Philip 
de Bret.'' «3 

The contemporary Inquisitions as to Robert de Beysin's other 
Manors give additional information, e.g. imder Wrickton we are 
told that he was already married (he was only thirteen years of age) 
to Philip le Bret's daughter, though Baldwin Freville is still called 
his guardian ; under Silvington Philip le Bret is called his guardian, 
and William de Freville under BiUingsley.^ 

Another Inquest (taken Sept. 22, 1263) informs us that Sibil 



and the legend— S' Kabilis db BtiBis- 

WASDBaLBOH. 

^ Mot. Ftp. 31 Hen. Ill, Salop. 

^ Inqttisiticmt, 47 Hen. Ill, No. 26. 

^ Mot. Sund. ii, 84, 86. The tenure by 
which Broseley was held of the Prior of 
Wenlock was peculiar. The Lord of the 
vill was to dine with the Prior on Saint 
Milbmg^s Day and carre the principal 
di^h at table. This sendee seems to haye 
been discharged by the Beysins as repre- 
senting the eldest oo-heirees of Broseley. 



It is mentioned in sereral Inquisitions 
but with Bomerariety } for instance, in time 
of Bdward II, the day on wluch the ser- 
vice was performed was Christmas Day, 
and the Beysin of that time was to pay a 
three days* risit to the Prior, and be en- 
tertained, together with his suit, at the 
Prior's charge. The Lords of Broselej 
also owed suit to the Prior's Hundred- 
Court at Burton, every three weeks. 
«> Ibidem, pp. 82, 88, 74. 
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Qiffard conveyed the wardship of Robert to Sir "William Devereint.** 
The latter certainly had it soon after 1255^ but perhaps not im- 
mediately from Sibil Giffard. 

The temporary interest thus acquired by Sir WDliam d^Everenx 
in Broseley is involved in many matters which aflfected his ward 
equally with the other representatives of Boger de Burwardsley. 
We shall therefore give such details in another place. Here we 
will recount only those particulars which concern the guardian- 
ship, and which are in themselves somewhat complicated. 

At Michaelmas 1260, Robert de Beysin had fined 1 merk "to 
have an assize.'^ •^ He was in fact suing William Devereux and 
Matilda his wife for the Manor of Billingsley, and, as 1 have before 
mentioned, a Patent had issued for trial of the cause on July 20 
previous.^ 

Owing probably to this difference between the ward and his 
guardian, an Inquisition was ordered to ascertain the age of the 
former. Its report was to the effect that he would be 19 years of 
age on August 15, 1261. ^^ 

A second Inquest on the same question sat Sept. 22, 1263, 
reported Robert as of full age on August 15 previous, and that he 
was in ward to Sir William Devereux.^ 

Sir William Devereux fell at the battle of Evesham (August 4, 
1265), and though not on the Royalist side, a Patent dated Oct. 12 
of the same year, grants his Manors of Hamme, Frome, and Wileby, 
to his widow Matilda for her life.*^ 

Nor did Matilda's interest in Robert de Beysin's Manors of 
Broseley and Billingsley cease with his minority, or the death of 
her husband. — 

As Matilda de Ebroicis, she grants in her lawful widowhood to 
Geoffrey de Bosco of Burwardesleye and Margery his wife a mes- 
suage and half'ferdendel of land in Burwardesleye, to have and to 
hold for her (Matilda's) life.— Rent to be 3«. 8d. The Grantress 
reserves suit of her own Court, as well as suit of the Hundred- 
Court of the Prior of Wenlock. She gives them liberty to dig marl 



•♦ Escheat, 47 Hen. IH, No. 26. 

« Uot Pip, 44 Hen. Ill, SiUop. UTova 

" Supra, Vol. T, pp. 65, 66. 

^ InqmsUiom, 46 Hen. Ill, No. 47. 
Not on February 2d, 1261, aa I stated 
before (Vol. I, p. 66). 



« Ibidem, 47 Hen. IIT, No. 26. This 
Inquest was inadvertently stated, under 
BiUmgsley, to have sat March S, 1263. 
There is some doubt about the dates, but 
the above is probably the true account. 

« Patent, 49 Henry III. 
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in her marl-pit to dress their land. — Witnesses : Sir Nicholas de 
Wodeford, Philip de Swyneye, William Dispensar of Wyleleye, 
Nicholas de Dene^ Wenne de Swyneye, &c.^^ 

It is very possible that this continued interference of Matilda in 
Broseley, arose from the early death' of her late husband's ward. 
' Bobert de Beysin was certainly deceased before he had long 
completed his twenty-fifth year. On Sept. 19, 1267, the King 
granted marriage of his widow Isabella to Hugh de Beaumes (as 1 
shall show more fully under Tong), and in September 1272, the 
said Isabella (daughter I presume of Philip le Bret) was reported 
by the Stottesden Jurors as haying remarried Robert de Turberville 
without the King's assent. Their lands were ordered to be seized, 
and the Sheriff was to cause their appearance in Court.*^^ The 
same Jurors also reported a murder in Isabella's household. 
Richard, a boy in her service, had been killed by a man of Thomas 
BottCTel.7a 

' At this time Walter de Beysin, son and heir, I presume, of Robert, 

was, as might be expected from what has been related of his Father, 

in minority. 

On Nov. 27, 1274, the Stottesden Jurors reported Hugh de 

Beumey^ as having custody of the Manors of Workiton and 

Walkeslowe by the King's gift."^* 

In 1284 however (as has already been shown under Billingsley) 
Walter de Beysin was of age and subject to a prosecution by 
Matilda Devereux.^^ He was at the same time in full possession 
of his Manors of Wrickton and Walkerslowe.^* 

At this point we may leave the subject of his succession, and 
revert to the history of the other two coheiresses of Roger de 
Burwardsley. — 

Alice, the second of the three sisters, to whom livery of their 
inheritance had been given in February 1244, was, like her elder 
sister, a widow at the time. 

In default of better evidence I must suppose that John de Eyton 



^ Charter at Willey 

^ Salop Assizes, 56 Hen. Ill, memb. 49. 

^ Ibidem, memb. 48 dorso. 

73 Bot JBund. ii, 108. This custody 
bad commenced previous to June 1271, 
when I infer Bobert de Bejsin to have 
been dmd (Plae. coram Sege, Trin. Term 
66 Hen. Ill, memb. 9 recto). 



7* Supra, Vol. I, p. 66. 

7& KWhy^s Quest, At the same time 
Matilda Deyereux is set down as holding 
Longnebre (Longnor, Staffordshire, a 
Manor of Walter de Beysin's) under the 
Baron Stafford (8haw*s History of 
SlaffordsMrey Yol. I, Introduction, p. 
zxt). 
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of Water Eyton and Longnor (StaflEorcUbire) had been the husband 
of Alice.^* If 80 he waa a tenant at both places nnder Adam de 
Beysin who married the eldest coheiress^ and there is some proba- 
bility that he and Adam were previously of kin. 

Between the years 1244 and 1249^ this Alice, calling herself 
daughter of Warin de Borwaidsley and a widow, grants to Amicia 
her daughter all her land of inheritance in Adulvescote, with one* 
third of the tenement which Dame Emma, formerly wife of her 
Brother Philip, still held in dower in Burwardsley* Rent, Id, 
payable in Burwardsley. — ^Witnesses: Sir Thomas Corbet, Sir 
Walter de Hugford, Sir Hugh Fits Robert, Sir William de Hedleg, 
Sir Richard de Lehcton, Sir Thomas de Constantine, Sir Madoc de 
Sutton, Sir Hugh de Scheynton, Henry de Hugford, Warin de 
Beysin, William deTong, Stephen de Swyney, Anian de Burwards- 
ley, John son of John, &c.^ 

Alice seems to have been succeeded in her share of Broseley, ftc. 
by Roger de Eyton, probably her younger son, who sat as a Juror 
of Wenlock Liberty at the Assizes of January 1256.^^ 

On 16 Oct. 1258, Giles de Erdinton and others are appointed 
Justices to try an Assize (rf darrein preserUment brought by 
Roger de Eyton and others against the Bishop of Hereford 
and others, concerning the Advoweon of the Church of Bur- 

wardsle.^' 

At Westminster, on the Octaves of Hilary 1259, Ralph de Coven 
and Roger de Eyton appeared against Peter Bishop of Hereford, 
William Devereux, and Matilda his wife^ in a plea that the Defend- 
ants should attend in Court to hear an Assize of darrein 
presentment which the Plaintiffs had arraigned against them con- 
cerning the Advowson of the Church of Broseley then vacant 



7* Erdetwick says as much (pp. 116, 
117, 168, Edition 1844) ; but whereas he 
also says that the third ooheiress married 
Eyton, and was mother of John del Eyton, 
and grandmother of Thomas del Eyton, 
and great grandmother of John del Eyton, 
and that Thomas Eyton sold Eyton and 
Longnor to Sir Thomas Beysine about 
10 Edw. I (1281-2), his imdent ignorance 
on the whole subject makes one hesitate 
to accept any part of his assertions. 

77 €k)yney JSvidMeeB (ut supra). The 
Seal had the device of a lion rampant. 
If the first witness be Sir Thomas Corbet 



of Tasley the date of the deed wiU be 
1244-1247 in which latter year he died. 
If however it be Thomas Corbet of Cans, 
the date will be 1248-1249, in the first of 
which he became Sheriff, and in the last 
of which Sir Hugh Fits Robert was dead. 
Compare the deed of Mabel de Burwards- 
ley (supra, note 59). 

^ Salop Atnzsif 40 Hen. Ill, memb. 
12 recto (Placita Coronte). Boger how- 
ever must have held under the elder 
brother. 

7B Sid. Pai. 42 Hen. Ill, dorso. 
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The Defendants appeared not, and were summoned for the Octaves 
of the Purification (Feb. 9).^ 

On that day they came not; so the Assize was to be taken ^' by 
default/^ but was afterwards adjourned to the Quinzaine, of Easter.^^ 
The Rolls of Easter Term 1269 are lost, and the result of this cause 
does not appear. 

In the same Term (Hilary 1259) in which this suit commenced, 
another was instituted which concerned most of the parties. 

On Feb. 9, John Tezste (Tece) offered himself against William 
Devereux, Hugh de Baskerville, Eobert de la Male, Osbert de 
Coven, Alan de Faunton, WilUam de Swynye, Thomas de Bosco, 
Ralph de Coven, Ivo de Paunton, Roger de Eyton, Anian de 
Burwardesle, and Stqphen de Hull, in a plea of trespass. They had 
broken the stank of John's Vibary in Burwardesle and Wilyleye, 
and carried off the fish. They had maide several defaults previou^ 
and did not now appear. So the Sheriff was to have them bodily 
in Court on the Octaves of the Holy TViniiy.^ 

I can trace nothing further of this suit, but some years after* 
wards the question of the Advowson of the Church was again in 
agitation. — 

March 13, 1263. Roger de Eyton sat on a Forest Inquisition 
at Bn^.8» 

On the Quinzaine of Easter 1271, William son of William 
Devereux appears by his Essoigner against Matilda widow of 
William Devereux, in a plea that she should appear in Court to 
hear a recognition of darrein presentment, which the Plaintiff had 
arraigned against her and Roger de Eyton and Geoffrey de Pychford, 
concerning the Church of Burwardsle. The cause was adjourned 
to the morrow of Ascension Day .^ 

We shall presently see that in aQ this litigation each of the three 
Coparcners in Broseley were represented. 

At the Assizes of October 1272, the Jurors of Wenlock Liberty 
reported how Roger de Eyton and Petronilla his daughter had 
previously accused, in the County Court, Robert de Benethall, 
Hugh his brother, and John de Kantreyn, of rape and robbery, and 



"^ ^ Flaeitaapud WsHm. HikiyTerm 
43 Hen. III^ memb. 4 recto, and 46 
dono. 

** Ibidem Memb. 25 recto. Hie 0mt 
had commenced in the previous year. 
Among the Ifova Ohlata at Michaelmas 



1258 IB one by John Tece of half a merk^ 
pro kahendo hrevL 

» InquuUions, 46 Hen. HI, No. 81. 

M Plaeita, Baster Term 65 Hen. 117, 
memb. 7 recto. 
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Philip de Benethail of aiding and abetting. The case, it appears^ 
had been carried from the County-Court to the hearing of the 
King^ but had not yet been settled.^^ In the mean time the 
parties had accorded among themselves. As however the King^s 
peace was involved in the question^ the Jurors were now obliged 
to prosecute it. They acquitted the defendants of robbery^ but 
found them all guilty of a forcible attack on Roger de Eyton's 
house in Broseley and the abduction of his daughter. Hugh de 
Benthall^ guilty of the further crime chained above^ was ordered 
to be instantly arrested (or retained in custody).®^ 

At the same Assizes^ the Stottesden Jurors reported that Roger 
Fitz Denys of Burwardsle^ having accused Philip le Mouner of 
Benthal of robbery, and being in pursuit of him, the latter turned 
to defend himself on the bridge of Brug and was killed in the con- 
flict which ensued. Roger was arrested for murder, but by the 
King's precept had been given into custody of certain sureties, viz. 
Ralph de Caueleg (Caughley), Anian de Burwardel, John de Bur- 
wardel, Nicholas de la Dene, Adam Fitz Denys, &c. Since then, 
Sibil, widow of Philip, had challenged Roger in the County-Court, 
so that he was yet in prison. The Jurors now found that he slew 
Philip le Mouner in self-defence.®^ 

Before I quit the matter of Alice de Eyton's interest here, it may 
be proper to say that the head branch of her descendants (under 
whom it is probable that the above Roger de Eyton held) never 
resided at Broseley, but in Stafibrdshire. 

Some former mis-statements as to her succession should be briefly 
i:ectified. Alice was succeeded at Ashley in 1252 by her eldest son 
John de Eyton, and he by another John who died in 1290. Again 
a John de Eyton followed, who, having been born in 1266, died in 



* We have some record of what had 
taken place before the King in this prose- 
cution. On June 9, 1269, Petronilla de 
Eyton appeared to prosecute the four de- 
fendants for ra^De and breaking the Eing*s 
peace. The Sheriff was ordered to arrest 
them and keep them in custody till Oct. 6, 
and then to hare their bodies before the 
King {JPlao, coram Rege^ Trin. Term 
63 Hen. Ill, memb. 14 dorso). 

On that day (Oct. 6} Petronilla again 
appeared to support a charge of rape and 
robbery. The Sheriff, it seems, in case he 
could not find the defendants, had been 



ordered to require them to appear before 
himself and the Keepers of the Fleas of 
the Crown and proceed to outlaw them. 
He now reports that Bobert de Bcnthali 
and John de Kantreyn were not found. 
So he was again ordered to outlaw them 
and have their bodies in court on Nov. 18. 
He was at the same time to produce Hugh 
de Benthall whom he had in custody 
{Plac, coram "Rege^ Mich. Term 63 and 
64 Hen. Ill, memb. 2 recto). 

M Flaata Corona^ 66 Hen. Ill, Salop, 
memb. 26 recto. 

^ Ibidem, memb. 49 dorso. 
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1300^ leaving a son and heir^ Thomas^ a Minor not then seven 
years of age. This Thomas is said to have sold his share of Ashley 
to Sir Thomas Beysin.^® Something of the same kind must have 
happened in regard to the Eytons' share of Broseley, but when the 
alienation took place or who was the Vendor^ I cannot determine. 

It remains to speak of Margery^ who in 1244 had livery of one 
third of Ashley as the youngest of the three Sisters and Coheirs of 
Roger de Burwardsley. She had been some time wife of John Bagot 
of Blymhill (Staffordshire), but had long been a Widow. As early as 
November 1229, I find her in litigation with Roger la Zuche of 
Tong, under the name of Margery Baggot.®' Their suit concerned 
Blymhill, where Margery will have been then seized of dower, if not 
more extensively interested on behalf of her children, and where I 
believe La Zuche had some claim of a seigneural kind hereafter to 
be noticed. 

In a Record which must be of date about 1240, the Heirs of 
John Bagot are said to hold two fees in Blimenhul and Brinton 
under the Barons Stafford.^ 

These heirs of John Bagot were, I think, four daughters, but I 
can give particulars of no more than three, viz. Philippa wife of 
Geofirey de Bromley, * * * wife of William de Ipstones, and 
Margery wife first of Ralph de Covene, and secondly of William 
de Drayton. The fourth daughter, I imagine, married a Pichford, 
branches of which family came to be interested both in Blymhill 
and Broseley, and if in one instance by purchase, yet in the other, 
I think, by inheritance. 

But I must first speak of Margery de Burwardsley the Mother 
of these Coheiresses. She must be presumed to have succeeded to 
her share of Broseley coincidently with the period of her Brother's 
death, and her livery of one-third of Ashley ; f. e, in 1243 or 1244. 
Soon after this, and calling herself Margery Fitz Warin, she granted 
to Ralph de Covene, and Margery her daughter, and the heirs of 
their bodies, her interest, or most of it, in Broseley. To secure this 
grant a fine was levied at Salop on Nov. 8, 1248, in form following — 



n BrdeBwick's Staffordshire (Edition 
1644), p. 117, where three generations of 
this family are absorbed into one : indeed 
Erdeswick's accounts of the fiimilies of 
Burwardsley, Beysin, and Bromley, are 
altogether inaccurate, — some excuse for 

II. 



my prolixity in verifying statements which 
constitute a general contradiction of all 
that he wrote on the subject. 

» :Rot. Pat, 14 Hen. Ill, dorso. 

^ Testa de KemUy fo. 210. 
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''This is the final concord &x;. between Balph de Cone and 
Margery his wife. Plaintiffs (Querentes), and Margery de Blomen- 
huU, Defendant (Impedientem), of half a carrucate and two merks 
rent in Burewardeleg whereof was a plea of warranty of Charter. 
Margery de Blomenhull acknowledges the right of the Plaintiffs, as 
of the gift of herself; — to have and to hold/ to Ralph and Margery 
(his wife), and the heirs of the latter. For this the Plaintiffs gave 
one sore sparrow-hawk/^*^^ 

Margery de BlymhilPs abandonment of her interest here to her 
daughter, wife of Ralph de Covene, long before her own death will 
also appear in another way. About January 1250, Geoffrey de 
Langley and his Fellow Justices were commissioned to visit several 
Counties for the purpose of fixing an Annual rent on all those 
portions of the King^s Forests which had been reduced into culti- 
vation by private individuals. Whatever the period of their visit 
to Shropshire, three years stich rent had been paid before 
Michaelmas 1252, by sundry persons assessed in the Arrentation- 
Roll of these Justices. Thus Ralph de Cove and Robert Beysin are 
put in charge for 6rf. annually, in respect of half an acre in 
Borewardel, and had paid the said arrears. ^^ 

In 1255, William de Ypstans, Ralph de Covene, Geoffrey de 
Bromley, and Richard de Pychford appear as joint Lords of Blym- 
hill,*^ which gives an approximate idea as to the coheirship of 
John Bagot and of his wife Margery. 

The latter however was still living, and appears to have survived 
till 1259. The Inquisition on her death, as a tenant in capite 
bears date 10th May, 43 Hen. Ill (1259), and reports of her as 
follows — 

That '* Margeria de BlumenhuU held one third of Ascheleye by 
payment to the king of half a merk whenever a Scutage was levied. 
She also paid 7s, per annum to Sir Fulk Fitz Warin. The wife of 
Geoffrey de Bromle, whose name was Phelipe, was Margery^s heir 
in respect of three parts of Ashley, and John son of William de 
Ipston was heir of the other quarter. Phelipe was thirty years of 
age and John twenty-six/'^* 



•1 Pedes linium, 83 Hen. Ill, Salop. 
Balph de CoTe socounted 2 merkfl for 
YuB fine for lioonse to accord. (Mot. JPip, 
34 Hen. Ill, Salop). 

^ Eot Pip. 38 Hen. IIL The lands 
thus charged were thenceforward to be 



firee of " waste and regard '* for erer, i.e. 
they were exempted from tfiew of the 
Foresters, and from any charge of waste 
or damage done to t^e Forest. 

» Sot Smitd. ii, 144. 

^* InquuUiont, iS Hen. Ill, No. 1% b. 
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On the 12th of June following '^ the King received the homage of 
QeoSrej de Bromle^ who married Philippa, daughter and one 
(alteram) of the heirs of Margery de Blymenhull^ and of John de 
Ipstones^ grandson (nepotis) and other heir of the same Margery^ 
for all lands and tenements which said Margery had held of the 
king in capite." Philip de Legh was to take security from said 
Qeofl&rey, Philippa^ and John for their Relief and give them seizin. 
*' And because the said Margery had long before her death enfeoffed 
Philippa and John in the said lands^ and they asserted themselves 
to have been already ten years in possession^ Philip de Legh, if he 
finds that to be the case, shall restore to them all receipts which he 
had had off the said lands since they had been seized into the 
King^s hands ^^ (on the death of Margery).®^ 

From what has now been said it would appear that' Margery de 
BlymhiU divided her estates both at Ashley and Broseley at least ten 
years before her own death, and in that division she excluded one 
if not two of her coheirs from all share in Ashley. Were this 
point not particularized, the terms of the Inquisition and Precept 
just recited might lead to the erroneous inference that she had only 
been Mother of two daughters. 

We now return to Ralph de Covene and his wife Margery, one 
of the daughters and coheirs thus mentioned. 

Ralph had his name from Coven (near ShareshiU, Staffordshire), a 
Manor which he held under the Barons Stafford. In the year 
foUowing that in which he and his wife secured by fine their 
interest in Broseley, t. e. in the year 1249, he was appointed 
Justice for gaol- delivery at Brug.** 

In the year 1255, he appears not only as Lord of Covene and a 
Coparcner in Blymhill, but as Seneschall of the King^s Forests in 
Staffordshire.^^ In August 1256, he occurs as holding the same 
office in the Royal Forest of Feckenham (Worcestershire) .^ 

His concern in Broseley, in 1259, has already been set forth, 
and this is the latest notice which I have of him, except that 
between that year and 1262 he concurred with his wife Margery in 
demising their joint interests in Broseley to Geoffrey de Picheford 



The age of Philippa de Bromley is cer- 
tainly understated, and probably very 
much understated, in this Inquest. Her 
Father had been dead thirty years, and 
she was the eldest of three if not four of 
his daughters. Moreover if her younger 



Sister's son was twenty-six, she herself 
cannot have been much less than fifty. 

» Itot, Fin. 43 Hen. Ill, memb. 6. 

9« Supra, Vol. T, p. 278. 

97 Bot. Rund, ii, 114, 115. 

98 £oL Fin. 40 Hen. Ill, mcmb. 7. 
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for a term of years/^ and that before that term expired Halph him- 
self was dead. He left Margery his widow surviving^ who soon after 
remarried to William de Drayton. He also left two or more 
daughters^ of whom Alice the eldest was wife of Robert de Pende- 
ford at the time of her Father^s death. From this Bobert and 
Alice, Geofirey de Picheford obtained a grant in fee of the whole of 
what had been Ralph de Covene's interest in Broseley, but whereas 
Margery Ralph's widow was surviving, this feoffment and the 40s. 
annual rent which it reserved to the Feoffors were obviously more 
than they could grant or receive, with any show of justice.^^ 

Shortly after this transaction Robert de Pendeford died, when 
his widow Alice renewed the bargain with Geoffrey de Picheford in 
form following, — 

^^ Know all men that I, Alice eldest daughter of Sir Ralph de 
Covene, in my liege widowhood, of my certain knowledge, and by 
the advice of my friends, and not under constraint, have given, &c. 
to Geoffrey de Picheford and his heirs all my land of Borewardeslee 
which my Lord Robert de Pendeford and I formerly made over to 
him, with the third part of the Advowson of the Church, and the 
third of the Dower of the Lady (Emma widow of Philip de 
Burwardsley) when she shall chance to die. — Rendering to me and 
my heirs 408, annually under the same distraint as is more fully 
contained in the Charter which passed between my Lord Robert 
de Pendeford and me and the same Geoffrey on the subject. — 
Witnesses: Hugh de Bolingale, William de Perton, Philip de 
Beckebur, John de Grenehul, William de Umfreston, RfJph de 
Kachylee, Philip de Swyneye, John de Bispeston Clerk, &c."^^^ 

The next event in this somewhat complex story was the re- 
marriage of Alice, widow of Robert de Pendeford, to Thomas Sany: 
and now the question seems first to have arisen whether Alice 



" At the Forest Assizes of Feb. 1262, 
Ralph de Cove appears subject to an 
amATcemcnt of 12 merksfor having hounds 
within limits of the Forest without war- 
rant (Forest Pleas, No. 4, memb. 5 
recto) : and the debt was still unpaid at 
Michaehnas 1267 (Bot. Pip. 51 Hen. Ill, 
Salop). That Geoffrey de Pichford ac- 
quired an interest in Broseley before 1262 
is proved by his being amerced at the 
same Forest Assizes for some default levied 
by the Justices on Ednlvesoot (Arlsoott) 



{Forett PleaSf Salop, No. 4, memb. 5 
dorso). As a coincidence with this I 
should observe that one Roger de Fych- 
ford sat as a Juror on the Wenlock In- 
quisition of Jan. 1256 {Assize Boll, memb. 
12 recto). 

1^ These particulars are from the 
pleadings in a subsequent law-snit. 

*<>i Charter at Willey. The date of this 
deed is sufficiently pointed out by ilie 
context, viz. as between 1259 and 1271. 
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had any right to deal exclusively with a third of this Manor during 
the lifetime of her Mother Margery. Accordingly William de 
Drayton and the said Margery sued Greofirey de Pichford, the 
tenant^ under a writ of dower in the County Court. Geoffrey 
called to warranty his Feoffor Alice and her then husband Thomas 
Sany. — 

They^ not venturing to vouch such warranty (timentes war- 
rantiam)^ treated at once with William de Drayton and Margery^ 
and came to an agreement whereby the latter were to withdraw 
their writ against Geoffrey de Picliford and receive 20^. out of the 
said 40*. rent during the life of Margery, Geoffrey de Pichford 
being authorized so to pay the same. — 

But this concord did not endure ; for in Hilary Term 1272, at 
Westminster, Thomas Sany (^'Sayne") and Alice his wife are. foimd 
suing Geoffrey de Pichford and Mary his wife for performance 
of customs, rents, and services due in Burwardele.^^ The cause 
was adjourned to the morrow of Ascension, but did not come on 
for actual trial till the County Assizes in September, and then 
in a different form: for ''Thomas and Alice sued William de 
Drayton and Margery for 20s. rent in Burwardsle, which Alice 
used to receive from Geoffrey de Picheford, with other 20*., from 
one-third of a carrucate of land there." ^^ WiUiam and Margery 
rej^ied that ''they had the said 20*. as of the dower of Margery 
and by gift of Ralph de Covene her former husband, one of whose 
heirs Alice was." The Plaintiffs here availed themselves of this 
misapplication of the term dower, saying that " Ralph de Covene 
never was tenant (sole), because the tenement was once Margery 
Fitz Warin's, who in her widowhood gave it to Ralph de Covene, 
his wife Margery (Margery Fitz Warin's daughter) and their 
heirs, of their bodies, by a Charter," which they (the Plaintiffs) now 
produced, "whereby," said the Plaintiffs, "Margery William's 
wife was joint tenant with her former husband Ralph (habuit 
quantum Radulphus), and Ralph could not give her dower of such 
tenement." — 

The Defendants acknowledged all this, and in reply recited the 
previous proceedings, viz. the term granted by Ralph de Covene 
and Margery his wife to Geoffrey de Pichford, the death of said 
Ralph, the feoffment granted by Robert de Pendeford and Alice, 

i<B FUusUa apud Westm, Hilmy Term, I ^^ Salop Assizer, 56 Hen. UI, memb. 
56 Hen. Ill, memb. 27 recto. | 5 recto. 
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the suit of William de Drayton and Margery in the County Court, 
and the concord in which that suit had ended and which now the 
Plaintiffs sought to set aside. 

Here the proceedings of September, 1272, suddenly terminate 
with a note purporting that the Plaintiffs withdrew their pro- 
secution. 

Soon after this Geoffrey de Fichford compounded his obligation 
to pay 40^. rent to Thomas Sany and his wife Alice ; indeed we may 
say that he bought up their whole interest in the Manor of 
Broseley. A fine was levied at Westminster in Michaelmas Term 
1274 between Geoffrey de Pychford Plaintiff (querentem), and 
Thomas Pani (so written) and Alice his wife, Impedients, of 
40«. rent, one-third of a carrucate of land, and one-third the 
Advowson of the Church of Burwardesley, whereby Thomas and 
Alice surrendered the whole, as the right of Geoffrey, by their own 
gift : — to hold to Geoffrey and his heirs, of Thomas and Alice, and 
the heirs of Alice for ever : — rendering therefore to the Vendors 
one clove^^ yearly, and performing in their stead all services due 
to the Lords of the Fee. For this Geoffrey paid 30 merks.^^^ 

This fine was followed by another, levied at Westminster on 
July 1, 1275, whereby Henry de Parco and Margery his wife, 
Impedients, surrendered to Geoffrey de Pycheford and Mary his 
wife. Plaintiffs (qu^rentes), a ninth share of the Manor and Advow- 
son of Burwardesle, whereof was a plea of warranty : — to hold to 
Geoffrey and Mary, and the heirs of Geoffrey, of Henry and 
Margery, and the heirs of Margery, for ever : — rendering a rose 
yearly and performing all capital services. For this the Plaintiffs 
paid 60 merks.^^ 

I cannot identify the interest thus bought up ; but if it were 
the contingent one of Margery de Coven she will, after 1272, 
have married a third husband, and her former claims have received 
ample recognition. Leaving her, it remains to say that her 
daughter Alice de Coven, de Pendeford, or Sany, seems to have 
been succeeded at Coven by the issue of her first husband Robert 
de Pendeford, who eventually assumed her name " de Covene.'^ 
I trace nothing further of her seigneural interest in Broseley, repre- 
sented only by the receipt of a nominal rent. 



iM M XJnum daTum gariophili,"— a no- 
minal rent as commonly reserred at this 
period as the vell-known pepper-corn 
rent of later usage. 



^^ Fedes Finium, 2 Edw. I, Salop, 
No. 4. 
i« Ibidem, No. 5. 
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In 1279, Geoffrey de Pyehford appears to be Patron of Brosdey 
Church, as was his Son Richard in 1310. 

But we should say something of Geofirey, as of a much more im- 
portant personage than his purchases in Broseley would indicate. — 

When in November 1271, the Justices of the King's Forests 
visited the County, he appears as '' Seneschal of all the Forests of 
Salop," an office superior to that of John Fitz Hugh of Bowlas, 
who follows him on the Record as Capital Forester. ^^ 

But he was more than this. In 1280, he is charged with the 
sale of all old oak-trees within and without the King's Park of 
Windsor. In 1281, he was appointed Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex ; 
in 1283, he appears as Constable of Windsor Castle ; and in 1299, 
being dead, the Executors of his will are ordered to give up to 
another the Castle and Forest of Windsor with all stores, &c. for the 
King's behoof.108 

He was succeeded at Broseley by his son Richard, of whom all 
that I shall say is, that on Nov. 3, 1312, he conveyed to Richard de 
Hailee and Burgia his wife all his land in Borewardeslee, with the 
capital messuage, Advowson of the Church, homages, services, suits 
of free men and natives, and two mills near the Dene, to hold to 
them and their heirs, rendering to the chief Lords all due services. 
— Witnesses : Walter de Huggeford, WiUiam le Forcer, Hugh le 
Fitz Ayer, Knights, Thomas de Beysin, Geoffrey de Kinsedeleye, 
John de Aldenham, Richard de Knyghteleye, and others. Dated 
at Westminster, on the morrow of All Souls, in the sixth year of 
Edward, son of King Edward. ^^ 



Having now completed our accoimt of the principal interests in 
this Manor we should say something of the various Under-tenants. 
The names and occupancies of many of these will have been inti- 
mated by the documents already cited. A few more quotations 
will supply some ftirther evidence of the same kind. 

Hugh son of Walter de Mancestre grants to Robert de Haya, 
for his homage and service, all his land in Burwardeleg which 
Roger le Palmer held of his (Hugh's) Father, viz. that which is 
called Palmers-Croft and that called The Dune, with a messuage 
and a culture called The Rudinge, between the land of Adam Fitz 

107 ¥\)reH Plecu, Salop, Kos. 5 and 6, | ^^ Origindlia^ pagsim sub annis. 
memb. 1. | »« Charter at Willey. 
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William of Esleg (Ashley) and land once held by Adam Pitz 
Eylward and abutting on the wood of the Lord of the vUL — To 
hold to Robert and his heirs^ rendering ]2rf. at Michaelmas. For 
this Robert pays on entry six merks. — Witnesses : Ralph de Suhtleg, 
Henry and Otuel his brothers, Walter de Huggeford, Nicholas de 
Wylileg, James then Chaplain of Burward', John Teyce, Stephen 
de Swyneye, Henry de Huggeford, John de Bnrward^ Adam de 
Esleg, William Carpenter, Lucas de Grane and others.^^^ 

Robert de Haya, the Grantee here, has already appeared as first 
witness to one Charter of Philip de Burwardesley and as his FeoflTee 
in another. The dates of all Shropshire deeds in which he is con- 
cerned will probably be ascertained by stating his general and 
higher connections with the County. He was Deputy to Peter de 
RivalHs who entered upon office as SheriflF on July 11, 1232. The 
latter being removed early in 1 234, Robert de Haya was on March 
25, appointed sole Custos or Sheriff, and so continued till Nov. 4, 
1236."! 

In Nov. 1240, he visited Shrewsbury as a Justice Itinerant, in 
company with Robert de Lexinton, Ralph de Sulleg (the fir^t witness 
of the above deed), and others. Ten years afterwards he was 
Fermor under the Crown of Arley (on the borders of Shropshire) ; 
and nothing further can I say of him. The above deed I imagine 
to have passed in 1240, a date which becomes still more probable 
from the fact that Ralph Baron Sudley, of Gloucestershire, the first 
Witness, was lately deceased on March 19, 1242. 

I think it probable that Robert de Haya's interest in Broseley 
passed to William de Haya, who, being also Rector of the Church, 
enfeoffed a relation, John Fitz Silvester of Souldem (Oxon.), in his 
lay possessions here. 

This John Fitz Silvester of Sulthom (Souldem) grants by deed 
to Thomas his Son all the said land, with reliefs escheats, &;c. to 
hold of the Lords of the fee by usual services. — Witnesses : Sir 
Ranulf de Ardene Knight, Adam de Bray, William de Overthon, 



"0 Chjirter at Willey. 

^" Fuller giyes a Robert de Haya as 
Sheriff or Under- Sheriff of Oxfordshire 
in 1227, of Berkshire in 1229, and of Ox- 
fordshire again in 1230, 1231, and 1232 
(FuUer'g Worihieg, p. 102). A William 
de Hay held the same oiBce in Oxfordshire 
from 1240 to 1245. 



There was also a Bobert de Hay Eector 
of Souldem (Oxon.) towards the end of 
Heniy Ill's time, and who is said by 
Kennett to have been of the Baronial 
family whose coheiress, Nichola de Hay, 
had married Gherard de Camyille {Paro- 
ehial AntiquUies, pp. 187, 604). 
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Richard Brun, Henry Bnin, Philip de Fretewell, Roger de Eython^ 
Philip de Suneye (Swiney), Henry le Forcer. ^^^ 

By another deed which passed between 1262 and 1272^ Thomas 
Silvester of Sulthom grants to Jurdan de Hay his cousin (con- 
sanguineo) without reservation all the land which he had in 
Burwardesle by feoffment of John his Father. — ^Witnesses : Ranulf 
de Ardem, Henry Brun, Richard Brun, Alan de Mildenhale, Adam 
de Toresmer, John White (Albus) of Cotesford, Robert Rikeward^ 
Philip de Sweneye, Henry le Forcer, John de Prestop.^^ 



BEOSELEY CHUECH. 

I have said something already of the vast parochial Jurisdiction 
which was in ancient times divided among the few Saxon Churches 
of this County, 

The Church of Saint Milburg at Wenlock claimed and exercised 
the spiritual cure of a district which was \>ounded along its whole 
Southern frontier by the almost equal parish of Saint Gregory of 
Morville. 

The Manor of Broseley stood within the bounds of Saint Mil- 
burg's Parish; and the Church or Chapel which was founded at 
Broseley in the twelfth or fourteenth century was so founded as 
subject to the Mother Church of Wenlock. 

Doubtless the work was that of a Layman, and probably of the 
contemporary Lord of the Fee. 

In token of its affiliation on the Church of Saint Milburg, and 
probably as a condition of its origin, the Licumbent of the Church 
or Chapel of Burwardsley was taxed with an annual pension of 2*., 
payable at the feast of St. Nicholas to the Mother Church. ^^^ 



"3 Charter at W1U07. Tbu Deed cer- 
tainly passed between the years 1248 and 
1272. The first six witnesses aU belong 
to Souldem (Oxon.), a Manor which 8ir 
Balph de Erdeme (or Ardem) held in 
1255 of the Barony of Bichard's Castle. 
Fritwell is an adjoining Manor. {Bot, 
Sund. ii, 44). 

1" Charter at Willey. Again the first 
seven witnesses belong to Oxfordshire. 
The Inquest on Ploughley Hundred taken 
in 1279 mentions Bandulph de Ardeme, 
Thomas Silrester, Adam de Orerton, and 
Richard Brun, as tenants in Sulthom 
Manor. AI40 Alan de Tursmere, John 

II. 



Albus of Coteford, and Bobert Bikeward, 
appear in the same Becord. (JKo/. Hund. 
ii, 823, &c.) 

^* Begister at Willey, fo. 37. This 
pension seems to have been allotted to 
tlie Sacristan of the Mother Church, 
which may account for its not appearing 
in more general Bolls of the receipts of 
the Priory. It was recited and confirmed 
to Wenlock, with other pensions, on May 
27, 1331, in a formal declaration by 
Thomas Bishop of Hercfoi*d, then visiting 
his diocese and bding at Morville (Pa/. 
22 Edw. Ill, p. 3, m. 34). 
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No cure of souls went with the new foundation^ and consequently ^ 
the Incumbent was usually beneficed elsewhere. In the absence 
of any Chartulary of Wenlock Priory we must infer the date of 
foundation from other evidence. 

In 1291, the Church or Chapel of Burewardsleye in the Deanery 
of Wenlock was valued at £6. 13s, 4^. per annum, and the Rector 
was elsewhere beneficed.^^^ 

In 1341, this Taxation of 10 merks was made a basis of the 
current assessment of this Parish to the ninth; but the Assessors 
allowed a considerable abatement, and exacted only 42^. The 
reasons were because the growing corn had been destroyed by 
great tempests, because a large proportion of the Parish lay 
uncultivated, owing to the poverty of the Tenants, and because the 
glebe and small tithes of the Chapel contributed to swell the 
greater sum (10 merks) and were not rateable on the present 
occasion. ^^^ 

In 1535, Edmimd Michell was Rector of Broseley and Lynley ; 
the value of his preferment in glebe and tithes averaged £S. 6s. Sd. 
per annum, and the only charges thereon were for Archdeacon's 
Synodals and Procurations, 7s. 2d.^^^ 



EABLY INOUMBENTS. 

William Parson of Burwardesleg has already appeared attesting 
a deed about a. d. 1230. 

Ralph Cutuel, Clerk, seems, by deeds already cited, to have suc- 
ceeded to this preferment very shortly afterwards and to have died 
before 1242, — the latest date assignable to that Charter which speaks 
of him as a former Rector, and makes mention of his heir. 

Another William is, I find, mentioned as having been Rector of 
Broseley in 1241. ^^® If this be correct he will perhaps be the 
same with that William de Haya^ Parson of Burwardsley, who 
granted lay possessions here, before 1272, to John Silvester of 
Souldern. 



™ Pope Nich. Taxation, p. 167. A 
valuation of the possessions of Wenlock 
Priory, dated 6 Sept. 1379, estimates a 
third of the adrowson at four merks per 
annum, the Prior being then entitled to 
each third presentation (Mon. y, 78, yiii). 
This would make the Living worth £8. per 
annum. The Prior was at the same time 
Lord of a third of the Manor. 



^^' Inq, Nonarum, p. 187. Capella de 
Borwasley. 

1^ Valor :Ecclesia8ticus,m,^m. 

118 Blakewaj MSS. apparently quoting 
a MS. of Mr. 6k)dolphin Edwards. James, 
Chaplain of Burward*, who attests about 
1240, will probably have been a Deputy, 
or a Chantry Priest. 
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We have already seen this Church vacant in October 1258, and 
January 1269. Another vacancy in 1271 is probably indicated 
by the proceedings then instituted relative to the right of pre- 
sentation. 

Oct. 29, 1279, the Bishop of Hereford collated John de Brug 
Subdeacon to this Church, exercising a right which had devolved to 
him under authority of a general Council, but declaring the right 
of patronage to be vested thereafter in Sir Geoffrey de Pychford.^^* 

Bobert Turburville was Bector of this Chapel from about 1290 to 
1800. IJe held therewith the Parish Church of Whethulle (Wheat- 
hill), which involved a cure of souls. This tenure in plurality would 
not have been legal without a Papal dispensation, had Broseley 
been a Cure also. As this Incumbent had no such dispensation, 
that fact was afterwards alleged in proof of Broseley being without 
Cure of Souls. 1^ 

Bichard de Pycheford was the next Incumbent of Broseley. He 
held the Chapel *' a long time*' (apparently ten years), and with it 
the Cwratwe Church of Covelham in Winchester Diocese. 

Aug 15, 1310, the Bishop instituted to this Chapel Geoffrey de 
Pychford on the presentation of Bichard de Pychford. Geoffrey 
was Brother of the last Incumbent. In 1314 he had Episcopal 
license to study for three years. He held together with 
Broseley, a Curative Church ''in Salisbury Diocese, near to 
Windsor Forest, and the Town of Bray.'* At his death and 
previous to 1332, — 

Sir John Aaron had succeeded to the preferment. He then held 
together with this Chapel the Church of Madeley, which involved 
a cure of souls. Aaron was subjected to some proceedings by his 
Diocesan as a Pluralist. — 

On Saturday, January 18, 1332, the Bishop^s Commissary, 
Stephen de Salop, Eector of Oldbury, heard the case in the Parish 
Church of Wenlock. The first Witness — Walter de Caleweton, 
Literate, a man of more than sixty-eight years of age — ^proved from 
his own recollections for forty-two years the principal facts above 
recited.^^^ The issue of the suit does not directly appear, but as 
Aaron resigned the " Free Chapel of Bourgwardesleye," not till 
25 Sept. 1359, his tenure as. a Pluralist would seem to have 



'^^ Ibidem, quoting Hereford Begister. 

'^ Bobert de Tui*biuTille has already 

occurred as a Prebendary of Brug in 1291 



and 1292 (Supra, Vol. I, p. 75). 

^* Evidence for Sir John Aaron, &c. 
(MS. at WiUoy). 
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been recognized^ and the non-curative nature of this Chapeliy may 
be inferred. 

On October 7, 1359, the admission of, — 

Roger de Knightleye to this Free Chapel bears date at Bishops 
Castle. The King was Patron by reason of the Priory of Wenlock 
being in his hands in consequence of the war with France. 

John de Burton, Custos of this Chapel, resigned it on June 6, 
1381, for the Prebend of Taunton in the Cathedral of WeUs, here- 
tofore held by — 

James de Byllingford, who was instituted to Broseley April 23, 
1383, on a presentation of the Crown similar to the last. Billyng- 
ford, called '^Bector, Custos, or Master of this Free Chapel,^' 
resigned in 1385 ; and on May 11— 

Robert Calie, Clerk, of the Diocese of York, was instituted on the 
King^s nomination.^^^ — 

These successive presentations by the Crown do not, I think, 
indicate that the Advowson was at any time the sole right of 
Genlock Priory. In two out of the three cases the King was per- 
haps exercising a mediate right, like that which shall be noticed 
under Badger. 

ARLSCOT AND BRADLEY. 

A glance at the Map will show the situation of these vills, the 
latter of which was occasionally called West Bradley to distinguish 
it from another Bradley in the same Liberty of Wenlock. 

That either of these places was involved in the Domesday Manor 
of Bosle is more than I will undertake to say. Possibly they were 
Members of the greater Manor of Wenlock, but as their subsequent 
tenure under the Priory, by the Lords of Broseley, associates them 
with the latter Manor, I will give some account of them here, 
though it maybe inaccurate thus to class them under the Domesday 
Hundred of Alnodestreu. 

We have already seen Mabel de Burwardsley, about the year 
1244, enfeoflSng her younger son Warin de Bey sin in all her 
interest in Edulvescote and West-Bradeleye at the nominal rent 
of a pound of pepper.^^ 

Warin, thus and otherwise advanced, would seem to have been 
founder of a second family of Beysins. 

Between 1244 and 1249, he has been seen to attest the deed of his 

^ Hereford Registers (Blakeway MSS.) | ^^ Supra, p. 18. 
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Aant Alice^ whereby she conferred on her daughter her interests 
in Arlscot and B;'oseley. ' 

In 1255^ Warin de Beyssin sat as a Juror for Stottesden Hun- 
dred,^^ and again at the assizes of January 1256.^^^ This pro- 
bably arose from some feoffment in his NepheVs Manors of 
Wrickton^ Walkerslowe or Billingsley. 

The Hundred Boll of 1255, which describes the tenures of 
Manors in the Staffordshire Hundred of Cuddleston, writes him as 
holding " 2 carrucates in Sttiston of the Barony of Wenlock/^ ^^ 

At the Forest Assizes of February 1262, 1 find Warin de Beyssin 
in company with Ralph de Caughley, Philip de Swiney and William 
le MasuUi as a Begarder of the Forests of Morf and Shirlet, and 
amerced for a careless retum.^^ And this is a suitable occasion 
to introduce a deed whereby he grants to Margaret his daughter 
for her homage, &c. half his land in Edulvescote, to hold of him 
and his heirs.-^ Witnesses : Sir Gteoffrey de UT?ton (Overton), Sir 
Balph d' Arraz, Hugh de Lega, Balph deCakel^ (Caughley), Philip 
de Swyney, William de Hemton, &c?^ 

I can say nothing more of Warin de Beysin ; but at the Assizes 
of October 1272, Robert de Edlescote had been entered as a Juror 
of Wenlock Liberty, and his name, for some cause, erased.^^^ At 
the Inquest of Nov. 27, 1274, he however was a member of a 
similar panel.^^^ 

I think it possible that this Robert de Arlscot was the same 
person who as Robert de Beysin, and somewhat later in the cen- 
tury, granted to Sir Walter de Beysin and his heirs an annual rent 
of half a pound of pepper, receivable from certain tenements which 
Richard Miller and Roger Bobur used to hold of the Grantor in West 
Bradeleye. — Witnesses : William le Masoun of Moghale, Hugh de 
Patinton, John de Brocton, John de Presthop, Roger de Weston, 
Roger de Corfhul, Henry le Hethene de Laverden (Larden), and 
others.^*^ 



»« Sot Eund. ii, 81. 

^ Placita CoromB, 40 Hen. III. 

>» J2o<. J5imd. ii, 115.— 

Shuston is a vill adjacent to Longnor 
which was a Manor of the Beysins. How 
Wenlock PrioTy obtained a footing there 
I cannot determine. The Beysins con* 
tinned to hold it in the reign of Edw. II. 

^ Forest Aukes, 46 Hen. Ill, memb. 
5 recto and 6 recto. 

^ Co>ney Charters in Dugdale's MSS. 



^ Placita Corona, 56 Hen. Ill, memb. 
21 recto. 

"» IU}t Hwnd. ii, 110. 

^ Charter at Willey. Mr. Blakeway 
suggests the reign of Edward II (1307- 
1327) as the probable date of this deed. 
I have placed it earlier. It would seem 
to be a relinquishment of the mesne 
tenure of the Ghrantor in the premises. 
The seal bears the impression of a bird. 
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THE DEAN. 

A Tenement thus named^ and which is traceable in more thah one 
modem locality, seems to have been within the Manor of Broseley, 
and held by free Tenants, of the Lords of the Pee. Thus we have 
Alan de la Dene and Warner his Son in attendance at the Manorial 
Court about 1230 ; Thomas dela Dene a defaulter in due attendance 
at the Assizes of October 1272 ; and Nicholas de Dene a Surety 
for the appearance of Roger Fitz Denys at the same Assizes and 
also a Juror for Wenlock Liberty at the Inquest of Nov. 27, 1274, 
when he accused Thomas de Middlehope and William Canvile of 
taking a bribe to remove him from some Assize.^^ 

SWINNEY.— 

Another member of the Manor of Broseley was held by free 
Tenants taking a name from the locality. 

Of these Peter de Swinheie occurs Oct. 13, 1199; one, whose 
name is transcribed Memun de Swiney, about 1220 ; Stephen de 
Swiney at various times between 1230 and 1250 ; and Philip de 
Swiney, who sat a Juror of the Liberty of Wenlock in 1255 and 
January 1256^ would appear to have been dead in February 1262. 

Another Philip succeeded, who at the last date was a Begarder 
of Morf and Shirlot Forests, and amerced for a faulty return. 

In Hilary Term 1267, this Philip, in company with Hugh de 
Bolinghale, Hamo le Botiller, and Roger de Ey ton, was being sued 
at Westminster by Katherine de Lacy for a debt of 4 merks and 
also for 2 years arrears of an annual rent of 10 merks, alleged to be 
due from them to her.^^ At the Assizes of September 1272, he 
was amerced with eleven other Jurors for some concealment, but 
with Warner de Swyneye attended on the Jury for Wenlock 
Liberty. The same Philip and Warner served as Jurors on the 
Wenlock Inquisition of November 1274,^^ and were probably the 
two witnesses who, as Philip and Wenne de Swyney, attested 
Matilda Devereux' deed before quoted. 

A William de Swyneye has already occurred in January 1259, 



^ Rot JSund. ii, 110. 

>» Plac. wpud Westm, 51 Hen. Ill, 
memb. 6 recto. This alleged debt, which, 
before the County Assizes of 1272, had 
increased to 44 merks, was then sued for 



by the Plaintiff. A Final Concord, not 
preserred, was the result {Salop Auizes, 
66 Hen. Ill, memb. 6 recto). 
i« Eot Eund. ii, 110. 
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and one Richard Suygg of Swiney is returned in February 1262 as 
being then dead, whilst his son^ another Richard Suygg, was still in 
prison for having taken one of the King's deer 8 years before, viz. 
on Sept. 22, 1253. 

Within this Township the Abbey of Buildwas was some time 
possessed of a Weir in the River Severn. — 

Oct. 28, 1227, a fine was levied at Salop between Richard Fitz 
Nicholas, Plaintiff (petentem), and Stephen Abbot of Buildwas, 
Tenant of a Weir (gurgite) in Swineie, whereof was suit of Mort 
d'ancestre. The Abbot acknowledged Richard's right and surren- 
dered the Weir, — to have and to hold, to Richard and his heirs, 
under the Abbot and his Successors, at an annual rent of 15^.^^^ 



i^inUp. 



This place is not mentioned in Domesday, It never seems to 
have been involved with Broseley or Willey, and therefore it is per- 
haps inaccurate to treat of it under the Hundred of Alnodestr^u. 
It may in 1086 have been an outlying member of Wenlock Manor, 
or it may have been a then unreclaimed portion of the Norman 
Earl's Demesne, which we know included Shirlot Forest and other 
places about which Domesday is equally silent. 

At all subsequent periods I can speak of Linley only as a Manor 
held in Socag^ under the Priory of Wenlock, but whether that 
seigneury existed at Domesday^ or whether it was acquired early or 
late in the following Century, no Record is forthcoming to in- 
form us. 

Richard de Linley, whoever held over him, was doubtless pos- 
sessed of this Manor before the death of Henry I. Being also a 
Tenant of Hamo Peverel at Sutton or Brockton, he attests about 



^ Pedes Jimtim, 12 Hen. Ill, Salop. 



^ It wiU be sufficient in this instance 
to describe the Temire by Socage nega- 
tiTely. It was not a tenure bj Xnight's 



service, and, whatever were the rights of 
the Seigneural Lords, wardships, reliefs, 
andmaniagesof theXenants were excluded. 
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that period several of the said Baron's Charters to Shrewsbury 
Abbey .^ In one of these he is described as Richard son of Bald- 
win de Lintlega^ but of his Father so named I have seen no other 
notice.'^ 

About 1150^ Richard and Ralph de Linlega stand first lay- wit- 
nesses to a Charter whereby Rainald Prior of Wenlock granted a 
feoffment in the neighbouring vUl of Posenal.* 

I take it to be a second or possibly a third Richard de Linley 
who between 1161 and 1172 occurs as last witness to two deeds 
already quoted^ under Broseley^ as of that date^ and as executed by 
coheirs of Hamo Peverel. 

In 1177, we have a Walter de Linley doubtless related to this 
Richard, and who has been already noticed as a Grantee of Crown 
Lands in Brug, afterwards enjoyed by Sibil de Linley.^ 

At the Forest Assize of 1180, Richard de Linley stands next to 
his neighbour Warner de Wililey as assessed in the sum of 2^. 
by the Justices. About the same time and in company with the 
same Warner and Warin de,Burwardsley, he attests that invaluable 
Charter of Corve which I am so often referring to. 

The close of the Century introduces another Lord of Linley, 
apparently the last in male succession. This was Philip de Linley, 
who besides attesting nearly contemporary charters of Isabel de Say 
to Wenlock and of GriflSn de Sutton to Wombridge, appears in the 
oft-cited Composition of 1196 (concerning Priors Ditton Church), 
and in May 1200, was Recognizor in a law-suit which William 
Fitz Alan II had against Gilbert de Lacy about land at Hamage.^ 

The eventual Successors, perhaps the daughters, of this Philip 
were two Coheiresses, one of whom seems to have become the wife 
of William le Forcer, the other (Isolda) of Wido de Femlawe 
(Farlow) . 

I shall have other opportunities of following the descent of these 
Coparcners in Linley. Here I will state only that which ^relates 
more immediately to the said Manor. 

In 1255, Henry le Forcer, son and heir of the above-named 
William, served on the Inquest as to Tenures in Wenlock Liberty. 
The Manor of Linley is thus noticed, and as if exclusively his. — 

" Henry le Forcer is Lord of the vill and holds under the Prior 
of Wenloc and does due suit to the Prior's Court ; and his Ancestors 



2 Salop GhartulAry, Kos. 19, 24, 82. 

3 Moniuticon^ iii, 519, No. 2. 
* SegiBter at Willey, fo. 6, 



I * Supra, VoL I, pp. 859, 860. 

* SotuU CSnruB Beffig, Tolume ii, page 
252. 
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used to do suit to the Hundred of Munslow till the time of King 
Richard."7 

As a tenant in capite at Brockton an Inquest was summoned on 
the death of this Henry le Forcer. The King^s Writ ordering such 
Inquest bears date 25th Oct. 1272. As regards Linley^ the Jurors 
returned little more than that the deceased held half the vill under 
the Prior.® A second Inquest which sat at Newport on July 6th, 
1273, in obedience to a writ of certiorari, is more explicit. It 
states that Henry le Forcer had held a messuage and carrucate of 
land at Linley under the Prior by Socage, doing homage to the 
Prior and owing suit of Court every three weeks : that the whole 
Man(»r was worth £3. \Zs. 6d. per annum, less a rent-charge of 
9s. due annually to the heirs of Philip de Farlowe : and that the 
Liberty of St Milburg was such as that the Prior had no right of 
wardship or marriage over the heirs of those his men who held by 
homage.'^ 

Henry le Forcer left a widow, Burga, and a son, William, who 
(having been born Sept. 29, 1256) was under age at his Father's 
death, and was claimed as a ward of the Crown. That claim how- 
ever was unfounded, for a reason which will be given under 
Brockton. 

This William would seem to have been chiefly resident in 
Shropshire, though he inherited from his Father the Manor 
of Elstow (Leicestershire),^^ — a more extensive property than 
Linley. 

Being also a Tenant of Salop Abbey (as I have shown under 
Nordley), William le Forcer attests two deeds of that House dated 
respectively May 25, 1298, and March 29, 1303.ii 

About 1310, and being then a Knight, he attests two deeds 
which will be given under Tong and Donington. 

On Nov. 5, 1313, Sir William le Forcer appears as purchaser of 
lands at Dudmaston, and again on 9 June, 1326.^^ 



7 Boi, Sund. ii, 84, 85. 

8 InqmiiUotu, 66 Hen. UI, No. 23. 
» Ibidem, 1 Edw. I, No. 47. 

^ Elstow (generally written Ayleston) 
was held under the Harcoorts by a ourioua 
tenure. The Tenant was to aooompany 
his Lord whenever the latter had to ser^e 
in the Welsh wars. He was to remain 
with his Lord forty days at his own cost, 
and serre him in the capacity of Steward 

II, 



of the Table (Fannetarius) and Butler, 
during the whole period. Ayleston and 
Tong passed from Harcourt to Pembruge, 
a circumstance which will explain the 
attestation of Sir William le Forcer to 
certain deeds which shall be cited under 
Tong and Donnington. 

" Supra, Vol. I, p. 50. 

^^ Charters at Dudmaston. 
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Meanwhile^ that is in March 1316^ it is he who should appear 
as Lord of Linley on the Nomina Villarum Roll of that date.^^ 

Lastly^ in May 1324^ the Sheriff returned him as one of twenty- 
two Knights of the County who were to attend a great Council 
then under summons to Westminster.^^ 

A fine was levied in 1330 ^'between Thomas le Forcer and 
Maud his wife Complainants^ and John le Botilier Defendant^ of 
the Manor of Linley. to the use of Thomas and Maud in taile/^ ^^ 

This transaction will indicate the previous death of Sir William 
le Forcer and the succession of Thomas his heir. 

LINLEY CHAPEL. 

This foundation would appear to have belonged to a class not 
very numerous in early times. It was I suppose a private Chapel 
attached to the residence of the Lords of Linley. Situated within 
the Parish of the Holy Trinity of Wenlock, it was without parochial 
cure^ nor can I find that it had any permanent endowment^^* or 
that its Incumbents were presented to the Bishops of Hereford for 
Institution. Neithei^ does it appear to have been liable to any 
such charge or pension as was usually reserved by the Mother 
Church of any district^ as a condition of these minor foundations. 

In the absence of all early notice of a Chapel existing here, 
we find some architectural remains which attest a high degree 
of antiquity. Its Founder was doubtless one of those Lords of 
Linley who have been already spoken of as holding the yet un- 
severed Manor down to the close of the twelflh century. 

The Wenlock Jurors at the Assizes of October 1203, reported 
of a Robber who after commission of his crime took sanctuary in 
the Church of Linley .^^ From that period till the year 1535, when 
the Chapel appears as united to Broseley,^^ no mention of its exist- 
ence has occurred to my notice. 



u ParUamentary TTrt^jTol. iv,p. 897, 
where the printed copy gives, with its 
Qsnal inaocnraoy, William Lmffard aa 
Lord. 

" Ibidem, vol. iii, p. 648. 

u Jhikti9 AnHquitUt, p. 264. 

^ By a settlement of the endowment 
of Wenlock Vicarage in 127^, it appears 
that all the tithee of Linley were assigned 
by the Priory to the Lioumbent of the 



Mother -Church, except two merks which 
belonged to the Kitchen of the Priory, 
and except the tithes of demesne. (Charter 
at Willey). It does not however appear 
whether the Prioiy reserved these de- 
mesne tithes itself or whether they were 
the endowment of the Chaplain of Linley 

V Salop Auitef, 5 John, memb. 2. 

^ Supra, p. 34. 
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This place demands a separate notice on mnch the same grounds 
as Linley, viz. as a distinct Tenure under the Priory of Wenlock, 
yet without any Domesday type, and without any symptom of its 
having been involved in Wenlock or any other Domesday Manor. 
The somewhat disjointed notices which seem to relate to it are as 
follows. — 

At the Assizes of November 1221, it was found that Ralph 
de Sandford (who had lands in Brockton) had unjustly disseized 
Walter Faber and Agnes his wife of their free tenement in 
Cachdeg.^ 

On the death of Richard de Sanford (son of this Ralph) about 
1249, it appeared that the deceased had been in receipt of a rent of 
8tf. payable by Ralph de Kacheleg on land in Kacheleg.' 

At the Inquisition of 1255, Ralph de Kacheleg was on the Jury 
for Wenlock Liberty. He was returned as holding a carucate of 
land in the vUl of Kakeleg for which he paid a rent of 40«. per 
annum to the Prior of Wenlock and did suit to the Prior's Court 
by afforciament; and his Ancestors had done suit to the Hundred of 
Munslow till the time of Richard I.^ 

On the 16th of September 1289, a writ of King Edward I 
enjoins the Sheriff of Salop to summon a Jury, which should 
ascertain the circumstances under which the Manor of Cackeleg 
was held, and whether it would be to the King's damage if he 
allowed Nicholas Brisebon of Montgomery to grant the said Manor 
to the Prior of Wenlock, to have and to hold for ever ? The Jury 
met at Wenlock on Oct. 23 following, and reported that the pro- 
posed conveyance would not injure the Crown ; — that the Manor 
was held of the Priory already, by service of 9s. per annum. That 
its full value (to the Tenant) was 13«, Ad. per annamy and its 
contents were a carucate of land.^ 



1 Assiz$Sy 6 Hen. Ill, in. 2. 
Inguis. inoerti temporiB Heniici III, 
No. 111. 

^ Sot ffund. ii, 84, 85. 

* IngumUons, 17 Edw. I, No. 77. Tlie 



Boyal Patent allowing the proposed sur* 
render to Wenlock bears date June 20, 
1290 {Pat. 18 Edw. I, m. 21). It pro- 
vides that the viUaiiu on the Manor shall 
remain iu their existing state. 
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Without attempting to account for this apparent change of 
value since 1255^ I will here only say that this Nicholas Brisebon 
had two sons^ Roger and Hugh^ each holding lands in Brockton 
(near Sutton), and that Roger Brisebon both before and after 
the date of this Inquest (1289) was engaged in many transactions 
with Wombridge Priory^ to which house he seems finally to have 
conveyed most of his said property in Brockton.^ 

In 1291, among the Temporalities of the Priory of Wenlock was 
a carucate of land at Caughley, apparently held in demesne, and 
the annual value of which is laid at 12«, This was doubtless the 
carucate recently redeemed from Nicholas Brisebon ; but besides 
this, the Prior was in receipt of 20«. rent in Caughley, evidently 
chai^eable on other land.^ 

On the 12th of May 1296, another Inquest of the kind caUed 
'^ ad quod damnum '' was ordered in relation to this Manor. The 
Jury in this case was to report as to a grant which Philip de 
Cajighleye and Margery de Prestehope proposed to make to Wenlock 
Priory of a messuage, four virgates of land, and ten acres of wood 
in Caughleye. The Jurors again gave a verdict in favour of the 
grant ; and added that the land was already in the Prior's Liberty 
and held of him by service of 40«. rent and two suits per annum 
at the Prior's Court at Burton, — that the annual value of the 
premises was 10*. more than the services, — that Philip had never 
been liable to serve on Juries in regard to his tenure at Caughleye, 
but that he held a messuage and half-virgate at Shineton which 
would oblige him so to serve.^ 

A valuation of the possessions of Wenlock Priory, taken Sept. 6, 
1379, explains part of the apparent inconsistencies of the above 
extracts. The Monks had then two carrucates at Caugheleye, 
the result I presume of the two transactions of 1289 and 1296, 
but the whole was valued only at &s. Sd. per annum.^ 

As regards the family which took its name from this place, and 
of which the above-mentioned Philip was probably the last, a few 
notices should be added. We have seen Richard de Kayleg 
attesting a Broseley deed about 1230, and Ralph de Kayleg 



* Wombridge Chsrtulary. Tit. Broc- 
ton, passim. 

« Begister at Willey, fo. 7. A better 
copj of Pope Nicholas Taxation than is 
supplied on page 164 of the printed Be- 

eord, where this place is spelt Oaleufe. 



7 InqtUHHont, 24 Edward I, No. 83. 
The Patent bj which the King allowed 
the proposed grant did not issue till 
March 27, 1299 (Pea. 27 Edw. I, memb. 
33). 

" MonasHeon, t, p. 78, No. 8. 



WILLEY. 



45 



attestmg later in the century. Besides his occurrence in 1249 and 
1255^ this Balph de Kauchelea appears in September 1258^ as 
negotiating a twelve years' lease of lands in Astley Abbots under 
Sibil daughter of Henry Pitz Tyrric.® 

In February 1262^ he appears as Ralph de Cauweleg and as a 
Begarder of the Eang^s Forest. For some neglect in that office he 
was amerced.^^ 

The last that I find of him is his complaint in Nov. 1274^ against 
William de Caverswell, who while Sheriff (1268-9) had received 
a fine of 28. 7d, from this Balph^ for not producing one for whom 
he was Surety. The said Sheriff had given the complainant no 
acquittance^ so that he had been again charged with the debt.^^ « 

Philip de Caughley^ app9.rently successor of Ralphs has already 
been spoken of. 



wrnit}^. 



This Manor was, in 1086, a member of the Fief held by Turold 
under the Norman Earl, and is thus noticed in Domesday, — " The 
same Turold holds Wilit, and Hunnit (holds it) of him. This same 
(Hunnit) held it (in time of King Edward) and was free. Here is 
half a hide geldable. There is arable land sufficient for ii ox- 
teams. Here those ox-teams are^ together with ii villains and ii 
boors. Its value was, and is, v shillings."^ 

This mode of writing the place (" Wilit'^) is probably the result 
of a scribal inaccuracy, and no safe guide as regards its etymology. 

The true Saxon name is more likely to be represented by the 
usual and very old forms of Wililey or Wilileg. The probable 
constituents of that name are pili}, a willow (whence pilie, a 
basket), and lea}, a district. 



* Salop Ghartulai^, No. 152 b. A ou- 
rioiis condition is attached to this lease. 
If the Lessor should take to herself a hus- 
band within the term, she was to satisfy 
tha Lessee for the residue of the tenn and 



his previous outlay. 

><> PlacUa IbresUB, 46 Hen. Ill, Salop. 

" Hot. Mund. ii. 111. The name is 
printed " Bad de Tawel^." 



^ Dometdaff^ fo. 258, a 1. 



46 



WILLET. 



Turold; the Domesday Lord of Willey^ held thirteen Manors 
under the Norman Earl. Among them were Longford, Chetwynd, 
Draitnne (Little-Drayton in Hales), Pichford, and Wigwig. He 
also held Etone (Little Eton, near Pichford, a viU now destroyed) 
of the Collegiate Chnrch of St. Chad, Shrewsbury.^ 

This Tnrold has been represented as a Saxon, and I sappose on 
very insufficient grounds.^ The name does not belong to the 
Saxon language, and if not originally Norman or Angevin, it 



' Domeadtt^^ fo. 263, a 1. 

' There is perhaps no sabjeot on whio^ 
Mr. Blakewaj, the greatest of Shropshire 
Antiquaries, has left less yaluable oom- 
loents than this of Turold, his origin, his 
descent, and his connection with Toret. 
I cannot pretend to a single item of docu- 
mentary information which did not reach 
Mr. Blakeway, and can only attribute our 
differences to his having lent only a 
cursory attention to the matter. Farts 
of the subject may more properly belong 
to a future section of this Work ; but it 
can hardly be divided, and the earliest is 
perhaps also the best opportunity to deal 
with a question which has been mis- 
apprehended by any great authority. 

Mr. Blakeway tells us substantively 
(History of Shrewsbury, ii, p. 25) that 
Turold and Toret, who appear in the 
Shropshire Dometdcty^ and Tetbald, whose 
Son Robert occurs as a Feoffee in that 
Record, were one person. Domesday gives 
no hint whatever of such identity, and 
writes the three names with eveiy appa- 
rent observance of their orthographical 
distinction. If Tnrold and Tetbald were 
identical, then we have a Father and Son 
contemporary and considerable Tenants 
of the Norman Earl, — ^a circumstance of 
great inherent improbability. 

Mr. Blakeway also says that the Drai- 
tnne held by Turold in Domesday was 
** Little Drayton, now called Deckar-hill, 
in the Parish of Shilnal." The fisu^ how- 
ever is, that Turold*s Manor of Drayton 
was in Odenet Hundred, which did not 
approach Iteshale (the Domesday Shifl- 
nsl) in any direction, whilst the Little 
Drayton, which was a member of Itethalc, 



then and afterwards, belonged as such 
not to Turoldy bat to Bobert Fits Tetbald. 

But even adopting for a moment Mr. 
Blakeway*s ideas that the Draitune, which 
Turold granted to Salop Abbey in time 
of Henry I, was Drayton near Shiflhal, and 
tliat Bobert Fitz Tetbald was identical 
with Bobert Fitz Turold, we at once find 
ourselves beset with anomalies, viz. the 
Son possessed of the Capital Manor (Ites- 
hale), while the Father had only the mem- 
ber (Draitune) ; the Father grantiog in a 
generation after his son's advancement; 
to say nothing of the Abbey being 
supposed to receive lands in a quarter 
where they retained no such property, 
rather than in a quarter where they were 
afterwards largely interested. 

Mr. Blakeway further says, that Turold 
was a Saxon, that he held thirteen Manors 
in Domesday, ** in which he is sometimes 
called Turold, and at others Toret.'* 
Howevter in the thirteen Manors alluded 
to, and even in a fourteenth, Turold is 
uniformly so written ; but if Toret were 
the same person, then there is mention of 
Toret in four other Domesday Manors, so 
that their aggregate tenure was eighteen 
rather than thirteen Manors. 

A note by the same Authority also says, 
that Toret ** though favoured by the Nor- 
mans, was removed from all the estates 
which he held in time of the Confessor." 
This again is untru* as vagards at least 
half of Toret's Saxon Manors. 

It is a wonder that Toreth's attestation 
of Bobert Fitz Turold's Charter to Salop 
Abbey, did not dissipate this mistake as 
to his identity with Turold ; but the error 
is substantively repeated in the " Sheriffs 
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occurs in Normandy before the Conquest, and was borne by several 
who profited by the' Norman invasion of England. 

With regard to the thirteen Manors held by Turold of the Nor- 
man Earlj an usual but not quite uniform rule of succession is 
observable. The general rule is that whatever Turold thus held in 
1086, was afterwards held by Turold's heirs or successors^ not 
immediately of the Crown, as might have been expected, but as an 
appendage of the Barony of Fitz Alan. 

The exceptions to this rule are Longford, Little Drayton^ and 
Wigwig. 

The first of these (Longford) continued indeed a tenure in cajnte, 
that is^ was never subjected to the seigneury of Fitz Alan ; but its 
Tenants were no longer Turold or his heirs, for Henry I bestowed it 
in another hue of succession. This loss of his principal Manor, as 
well as the degradation of his Fief in the scale of feudal tenures, are 
circumstances, which I doubt not were associated with some sym- 
pathy or partizanship exhibited by Turold in the cause of Earl 
Robert de fielesme. 

Turold evidently survived the fall of his Suzerain, and apparently 
escaped any more summary forfeiture than that already indicated. 

It was during the period when King Henry I was ]|olding this 
County in demesne,^ that under the name of Torald de Verleio 
(another evidence of his Norman extraction) ^ this Turold granted 
to Shrewsbury Abbey a hide in Lesser Draiton, or in fact all that 
Domesday says he possessed there. ^ The mode in which King 
Henry I confirmed this grant, in 1121, would make it probable that 
it passed during the Yiceroyalty of Richard Bishop of London.^ 
The limits of date thus ascertained, viz. 1108-1121, apply 
apparently to the further event of Turold's death and the succession 
of his son and heir Robert. Certainly before the latter year this 
Robert had followed his Father's example by granting to Shrews- 
bury Abbey the mil of Wigwig (villam nomine Wichewicam). 



of Shropshire" (p. 43), where again the 
mentioii of Toret's Saxon Manor of 
Bodmgton, which he retained in 1066, 
mif^t haTe snggeBted a reviaion of the 
whole qoeation. 

« Monariieony iii, p. 519, Num. 2, *" Hia- 
toria FimdationiB.** 

* Terleimn is obTioiialj the name of 
some French Town Latiniaed aooording 
to a mode very usual with Norman 



writers, e.g. Iytj, Facy, Creasy, &o., are 
usually written Ibreium, Paoeium, and 
Oresseium. The name Yerlay which 
would thus become Verleium, is on the 
BoU of Battle Abbey, a further proof of 
the Norman origin of its bearer. 

* Dom««2ajr, fo. 258, a. 1. It is 
Drayton Parra, a township now inrolTed 
in Market Drayton. 

7 Salop Chartulary, No. 85. 
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There were witnesses of this^ besides the said Bishop, Hamo Peverel, 
John son of Grip, and Toreth.® 

Of Turold and his son Robert^ I learn nothing further or with 
certainty. • — In eleven of the fourteen Manors which Turold held 
in 1086, I shall hereafter show that a family, which took name 
from Ghetwynd the chief of those residuary Manors, inherited 
or obtained Turold^s interest. This uniformity of succession in so 
many Manors indicates I doubt not an inheritance by blood ; but 
I can establish no particular of generic descent from Robert son 
of Turold de Verley, who lived in the beginning of the twelfth 
Century, to Adam de Ghetwynd who occurs towards its close. 

The general rule of territorial succession, now alleged, remains 
however to be established by particulars. Of the eleven Manors in 
which we are to show De Ghetwynd as the successor of Turold, 
there is no case in which all evidence on the point might more 
easily haye been lost than that of Willey. Tt was one of the 
Manors which were absorbed into the Liberty of Wenlock in time 
of Richard I ; and thus all trace of its original Tenure might well 
have vanished ; in fact the usual statement about Willey and other 
Manors so transferred was that they were thenceforward held of 
the Prior o^ Wenlock. Nevertheless it can be shown by a single 
and fortuitous notice, presently to be cited, that Willey followed 
the ordinary descent of Turold^s Manors, and that in the thirteenth 
Gentury it was, in some sort, held of the Fee of Ghetwynd, and 
by Ghetwynd under Fitz Alan. 

We must now speak of Himnit who was a Saxon, and who having 
held Willey before the Gonquest was permitted to retain it imder 
a Norman Lord, and so had it in 1086. This continuous Saxon 
interest in the Manor was probably the cause of its non-diminution 
of value since the time of Edward the Gonfessor, as well of its being 
cultivated to its full capability when the Domesday Gommissioners 
took their account of it. 

Hunnit and his Brother Uluiet had in Saxon times held other 



^ Salop Ohartulaiy, No. 35. 

» That Charter of Shrewsbury Abbey 
which has just been quoted as the ** His- 
toria Fundatioiiis,'* is a statement of the 
possessions of that house, drawn up 
apparently in the beginning of Stephen's 
reign; for it recites that King's Con- 
firmation, which must have passed about 
1136, but does not notice the Charter of 



the Empress Maud, which will have 
followed in 1141. This "History," 
speaking of Bobert son of Turold adds, 
" qui et hsBres ipsius est," as if he were 
then Uying. 

The Feodary of 1165 contains, under 
Fitz Alan's Barony, no name and tenure 
which I can suggest as likely to represent 
the « Fee of Chetwynd." 
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Shropshire Manors besides Willey. In two of these, viz. Moreton 
and Preston, Himnit was still Turold's tenant in 1086. In a 
third, Lawley, he also held under Turold, but the Saxon owner of 
that Manor is not particularized in Domesday , though probably it 
was he. The usual Norman policy, when a Saxon was allowed to 
retain any land at all, was to assign it elsewhere than in those 
localities wheredts possession would be accompanied by the influ- 
ence of old associations.^^ This policy had not as yet been adopted, 
in 1086, against Huunit ; but there is strong presumption that 
eventually he was thus dealt with. Toret, another Saxon, and 
Hunnit^s contemporary, had held six Shropshire Manors in the time 
of King Edward. Three of these he retained in 1086, and perhaps 
had some interest in a fourth. His total loss of other two seems 
to have been compensated by his feoffment in a seventh Manor, 
where he had held nothing previously. 

Toret was succeeded, by at least two generations in the male 
line. His estates then passed with a female to Corbet of Wattles- 
borough; but the extraordinary feature of this succession is, that 
whatever can be traced to have so passed to Toret's heirs was not 
Toret's at Domesday j but rather Hunnit's and Uluiet's. Consistently 
with this fact we observe that Toret, having held nothing under 
Turold at Domesday ^yv^A yet a witness of Robert Pitz Turold's Charter 
to Shrewsbury Abbey before 1121. We naturally infer that before 
the same period, Toret had succeeded Hunnit or ITluiet, or both, 
in certain tenures under Turold or his Son ; Willey however was not 
of the number, and that Manor is no further involved in this ques- 
tion than that if, according to a recognized policy, Hunnit lost his 
interest in several of his Domesday Manors, he probably lost it 
in all. 

Willey then, not passing from Hunnit or his heirs to Toret or 
his heirs, nor yet remaining in any succession of Hunnit, would 
seem to have been transferred to a new Feoffee, the Ancestor of a 
family which took name from the place. And this same family 
inherited other estates, held of the " Fee of Chetwynd,'' and with 
which neither Hunnit nor Toret had ever been concerned. Hence 
I conclude that the family of Wililey acquired its feoffments in the 
" Fee of Chetwynd,^' not by any right of inheritance, but solely by 
favour of the Chief Lord. 



^ See Shtriffk of Shropshire, p. 48, 
where this policy is alluded to, though its 
application to the case in Iquestion is 

II. 



mis-stated. See also Hitlory of Shrews* 
bury, ii, p. 26, n. 1. 



50 



WILLEY. 



That which I have further to say of Willey will best be intro- 
duced by a Pedigree, and some account of the successive members 
of the family which took its name from this acquisition of the 
Manor. — 

Among the Laymen who were Assessors to the Viceroy of the 
County when, about a. d. 1115, he presided over the great Archi- 
diaconal Chapter, already mentioned^^ as having been held at Castle 
Holgate, was one, evidently of rank, but who, according to a 
common usage at the time, is described only by his Christian 
name, — 

Wa&nebius. Him I am inclined to take for the Ancestor of the 
family of Wililey, though on the slight evidence of name and 
position. The name Warner was uncommon at the period and by no 
means identical with Warin. The distinction between the two, 
though afterwards forgotten, was in the twelfth century carefiilly 
observed ; indeed it is so observed in the very document which I am 
quoting. Neither name was Saxon, and I have found that of 
Warner used by no contemporary family of distinction, and likely 
to have been represented at Castle Holgate on this occasion, except 
that of De Wililey.^^ 

If this Warner were indeed Lord of Willey, he will have survived 
the only occasion on which he occurs but for a short time. 

A very curious deed, dated a.d. 1120, by which Peter, Prior of 
Wenlock, grants certain rights in Beckbu:cy to Walter Fitz Warin, 
is attested inter alios by Hugh de WeUleia, Turold, and Warner de 
Becheberi.^ 

Besides this recurrent distinction between the names of Warner 
and Warin, it is singular that Hugh de Welileia, whom I take to 
have been surely Lord of Willey, and then Feoffee of Robert Fitz 
Turold, should be followed in his attestation by one named 
Turold. ^^ By no means identifying the latter with Turold de 
Verley, who, if living, would have preceded his Tenant in any testing- 



" VoL I, pp. 217, 223. 

^ There was indeed a contemporary 
Warner de Beckborj, as we shall presently 
see, but he was not Lord of Beckbuiy, 
nor does he appear under any such dr- 
cumstanoe as would tally with the pre- 
sumptively high position of an Assessor 
to the Viceroy. 

u Begister of Wenlock Priory (at Wil- 
ley), fo. 6. 



^ A very ancient Charter of Buildwas 
Abbey (in possession of George Fritchard, 
Esq. of Broseley), which passed within 
twenty years of this period (1120), is 
tested, inter alios^ by '* Thurold de Main- 
nio." He may be the Turold who at- 
tested in 1120, but I can say nothing 
more of the peraon indicated under either 
denomination. 
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Warner de =F Petronilla Bltz-Odo 




Wilileia. 


Sfiperatet 




OocnrsllSO. 


1240. 




Liying 1226. 






J)^fkMciM»1291. 






Nicholas de ^ 


^urga (danghter of 


Kenlcy. 


Willing. 


Ralph dePichford.) 


Ghranted in 


OocnrB 1231, 


Superwtsg 


Boshbniy. 


1241. 


1269. 


tui. 


l>efi. 1255. 





Andi«w Fitz Nicholas. 
Married tuUe 1250. 
Tnflra cdaUm 1256. 
Plena atatis 1262. 
Oceinu apud Svesham 1265. 



• • • daughter of 
Walter de Hngford. 



I 



and heir. 
Swperttet 1887. 



Married before Beoember, 1283. 
ObiU 1316. 



Ist hnsbond, Philip = Burga, sole daughtei^=2d husband, Bichard de Harlejr 

son of William de " " ^ '^ ** — "^ ^'' — "^ "^ '"'"* 

Stapleton. 
Occurs 1277, 1278. 
Defltnctut 1283. 

9. p. «. 



8 



2 



xieniy de Malcolumb de Philip de 

Harl^. Harley, Lord Harley, Beo- 

Occuw of Bold 1316. torofWillev, 
132& &c. 1323. 



^1 

I , 
Bobert de 

Harlej. Mar- 
ried 1296. 
Lord of Har- 
ley, &c. 1316. 



-Margaret, daughter and 

coheir of Brian de 

Brompton. 

Bom circa 1287-8. 

Married 1296. 
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clause^ we may associate the name with some conjectural relation- 
ship of these cousecntive witnesses and the Lord under whom at 
least one of them held. 

Passing over the next sixty years, no extraordinary hiatus in the 
manorial or genealogical details of the twelfth century, we arrive at 
the year 1180, when : — 

Warner db Willilet, son perhaps or grandson of Hugh, was 
undoubtedly Lord of Willey. With him all obsciu'ity of descent 
at once vanishes. In that year he was assessed by the Justices of 
the Forest, at 2 shillings, for some charge within their jurisdiction, 
and probably arising from the proximity of Willey to the Royal 
ffaye of Shirlot. 16 

About the same time, for I cannot assign any more probable date 
to the transaction now to be mentioned, Warner de Wilile stands 
at the head of the nine witnesses who seem to have been present 
on behalf of Wenlock Priory when Gervase Paganel " offered on 
the Altar of St. Mylburg,^' the Charter by which he endowed the 
subject Priory of Dudley and ratified its dependence on the Shrop- 
shire House. 1^ Within nine years of his first appearance, i.e. 
before the year 1199, Warner de Wililey contracted a marriage 
which, realizing an immediate and considerable addition to his 
property, brought, in consequence of the eventual heirship of his 
wife, still greater benefits to his posterity. 

The period of his marriage and the family and fortune of his 
wife will best be indicated by the following Charter : — 



" Ibresi SoUg at WeetmiiiBter, No. 1, 
memb. 2. 

" MoncuHcof^ V, 84, No. 2. This 
deed apparently containB a double teBting- 
dause. The firet oonsists of the Baron of 
Dudley's Betainers, the last of persons 
appearing in other Charters in the Court 
of the Prior of Wenlock. 

The date which I assign to the Oharter 
should be accounted for. Pope Lucius 
III confirmed Geryase Paganel's Foun- 
dation in its chief particulars on 
June 16, 1182, as we learn from another 
Charter (Ibidem, p. 83^ No. 1). Also 
out of the eight witnesses who, be- 
sides Warner de Wilile, attest on the 
part of Wenlock Priory, six arc found to 
attest a feoffment by Prior Eobert, who 
succouded about 1176. 



In thus confidently stating the date of 
Pope Lucius' Bull I should add that it 
is itself dated on the 16th of the Calends 
of July, in the year of the Incarnation 
1190, the 16th year of the Indiction, and 
the first year of the Grantor*s Pontificate." 
This clause, howeyer inconsistent, esta- 
blishes the date which I haye giyen aboye, 
yiz. June 16, 1182, though the Editors of 
the Mofuuticon haye been satisfied with 
1190, which was the eighth year of the 
Indiction and the fifth after the death of 
Pope Lucius. I hare before remarked on 
the preference which in these dating 
clauses should be giyen to anything rather 
than the dominical year (VoL I, p. 250). 
In the present instance the Indictional 
and Papal year being consistent, point 
couclusiyely to ▲. D. 1182. 
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'^ William^ son of William Fitz-Alan^ certifies that he has conceded 
to Warner de Wilileia^ together with Petronilla daughter of Roger 
Fitz OdOy^^ and to their heirs^ the donation^ which Thomas Fitz 
Odo made to them, of Keneleia (Kenley)^ and one hide in Gro- 
tintun (Gretton) with the Mill^ in frank marriage, as (the said 
donation) was made at Salop, in full County, and in his (Fitz 
Alan's) presence. — Witnesses: Hugh Fantulf, Sheriflf, Robert 
Corbet, William de Wudeton, Robert de Giros, Richard de Costen- 
tin, Adam Salvage, Peter Fitz Toret, Master Walter de Dunstanvill, 
Master Adam de Bromfeld, and many others, both Knights and 
Gentlemen (Liberis hominibus)/'^® 

The Shrievalty of Hugh Pantulf alone determines this deed to 
have passed in the County-Court between Michaelmas 1179 and 
Michaelmas 1189. 

The estate thus settled upon Warner de Wililey and Petronilla 
his wife was fiirther assured to them by a fine levied at West- 
minster in June 1194. The Record gives this very early fine as 
follows. — 

Thomas Fitz Odo and Roger his Brother, Tenants, and Warner 
de Wilileia and Petronilla his wife, were accorded concerning the 
land of Keinleia with its appurtenances and concerning 1 hide of 
land in Grotington and the Mill, so as that the whole land and 
Mill shall remain to Warner and Petronilla for ever ; for 2 merks 
which the same Warner gave them.^^ 



V It is a mott extraordinary oireom- 
stance that this FetroniUa, wife of Warner 
de Wililey, is stated in an equally 
authentic document (a fine of 6 Hen. Ill) 
to hare been daughter and heir of Her- 
bert de Bushbury. The latter was doubt- 
less of the &mily of Fitz Odo, but that 
does not clear the difficulty. I willingly 
postpone a solution of so perplexing a 
matter. 

" The original of this Charter is not 
known to be in existence. The copy from 
which I make extract is in Vol. xxxix of 
Dugdale's MSS. in the Ashmolean Li- 
brary, Oxford. It is accompanied by 
transcripts of other Charters and Evi- 
dences, described by Dugdale as having in 
1583 been in possession of Rowland 
Lacon, Esq. of Willey. Of course Dug- 
dole copied them in the tbllowiug century, 



but in whose custody the originals then 
were he does not say. Their presumed 
loss is all but compensated by the un- 
riyalled excellence of Dugdale's tran- 
scripts; for the King of Heralds and 
Antiquaries condescended to write legibly 
and to copy fully and carefully. Such 
are the documents which I shidl quote, 
after this explanation, simply as " Lacon 
Evidences.'* 

^ J?lacita apud Weitm,^ entitled as 
"inoerti temporis Regis Ricardi," memb. 
2 dorso. Some extracts from this Roll 
are printed in the Abhreviatio FlacUorum 
(pp. 96, 97) and ascribed to " an un- 
certain period of King John's reign." 
The internal and other evidence (part of 
which is implied above) proves the Roll 
to have been of Trinity Term, 6 Richard I 
(1194). It is one of those which owing 
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The sam thas paid by Warner, as well as the fact that Thomas 
and Roger Fitz Odo are described as Tenants in the preamble of 
this fine, would induce a supposition that the grant implied by Fitz 
Alan^s Charter had not been, in the first instance, folly conveyed, 
nor without some litigation. Notwithstanding this fine of June 
1194, the supposed dispute was renewed in November of the same 
year and again settled by Warner's allegation of the previous 
concord. 

In subsequent years there were other law proceedings affecting 
the details rather than the principle of the original grant ; but 
these particulars belong rather to Kenley where I propose to give 
them. It is sufficient here to say that Warner de Wililey again in 
1204, alleged the fine of Trinity Term 5 Rich. I, and again 
obtained judgment in a suit then pending. 

To return to the reign of Richard I. I have already alluded to 
a composition which about the year 1196 passed between the 
Dean of Brug and the Prior of Wenlock ; Warner de Wililey was 
a witness, and doubtless on the part of the Prior.^ 

His marriage, above mentioned, involved a considerable tenure 
under the house of Fitz Alan. William Fitz Alan II, was at this 
period Sheriff of Shropshire, and from Michaelmas 1 198 to Michael- 
mas 1200, Warner de Wililey acted as his Deputy. For the next 
ten years he appears variously interested in the concerns of that 
Baron, attesting his Charters or acting as his Attorney. In 1203, 
being a Knight, he sat as Juror on several causes of Grand Assize, 
In 1219, 1 find him appointed as a Justice to make inquiry con- 
cerning assarts and purprestures in the Royal Forests of Shrop- 
shire.^^ Such being his station and trusts, he appears in 1221 as 
convicted of an act of oppression and treachery which even in that 
day was marked with some weight of legal animadversion. 
Coveting another man's land, and that man his own Vassal, whom 
he was bound to project, he contrived that his Dependant should 
appear guilty of a fictitious but capital crime. 

By information of Petronilla, Warner's wife, the assumed Felon 
was arrested, and his chattels sold by a King's Bailiff. Should he 
be finally outlawed his lands must, in course of feudal law, become 
forfeit to the Lord of the Fee. However such equity as could 



to this uncertainty of date was unfor- 
tunately omitted to be printed in vol. i. 
of the Boiuli Curia Begit, (Vide supra, 
— Pxefiioe, YoL I, p. 6.) 



» Supra, Vol. I, p. 322. The witness's 
name is printed Warin, and very possibly 
by error of the transcriber. 

» Pat. 3 Hen. IH. 
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not be attained in a local court was forthcoming at the hands of 
the King's Justices. At the Assizes of November 1221, the whole 
case was gone into, the innocence of the accused established, and 
Warner de Williley and the King's Bailiflf committed to prison. 
However a fine of five merks released the greater culprit. — No 
crime at that day was without a fiscal equivalent. A criminal who 
could pay could not be punished.^ 

Thus ended a case, the motives and moral features of which 
had been typified in an older story,^ though here the successftd 
crime and the monumental retribution are wanting to complete the 
parallel. 

In 1222, Warner de Wililey appears as Surety for John Fitz 
Alan in a cause then depending at Westminster. 

In 1226, 1 find him acting with the principal men of the County 
on an Inquest, which was to decide between the King and the 
Baron of Caus as to some questions of feudal right. In the same 
year he was himself questioning the title by which Ralphs then 
Lord of Pichford, held that Manor.^ 

Warner de Wililey had now for forty-six years been a prominent 
person in the County. All that I need further to relate of him is 
implied in a deed whereby he and his wife Fetronilla are said to 
have granted to William de Harley and Engelard a Chaplain 
(Feoffees in trust), their Manors of Gretton, Wilderhope, Walle 
under Heywode, Bushbury, Kenley and Williley, with the Ad- 
vowsons of such Churches as were attached thereto.^^ 



' The oireumstaaoeB of this cauae shall 
be given more minutely under £enley, 
where the ooveted land lay. 

* 1 Kinga, chap. xxi. 

^ Pichford, be it obserred, was like 
Willey held under the fee of Turold, i.e* 
Chetwjnd. The Son of Warner de 
Wililey appears subsequently to hare 
married the daughter of Ralph de Pich- 
ford. I infer this firom a deed in Glover's 
Collection (A. iii, b.) 

" I speak with some hesitation about 
this deed, of which there seems to have 
been two originals, — one seen by Dugdale 
among the Lacon Evidences, the other 
extracted by Mr. Blakeway from a set of 
deeds which he dassiBes under the title 
" Jones." The former had had two Seals, 
but Dugdale gives only the impresakon of 



the second or siniitefy vie. — ^Arms * * on 
a cldef * two cinquefoils *. Mr. Blake- 
way describes hi^ deed as sealed with a 
fret (the bearing of De Williley). There 
are some other differences between the 
two copies, but unimportant, except that 
Dugdale gives a set of witnesses with his 
deed whose names are as follows : — 

Wm. de Ercalewe, Walter de Beysin, 
Will de Hugford, Ejiights, Walter de 
Hopton, Ivo de Clinton, Bobert Dod- 
ingt<m. — 

Now I need not point out to any one 
conversant with Shropshire genealogies of 
the thirteenth century, that this combi- 
nation of witnesses existed only at its 
dosci and therefore is inconsistent with a 
deed which must have passed at its 
beginning. A transcript of Dugdale's ia 
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The Feoffees, by another deed, r^ranted the premises (or most 
of them) to Warner and Fetronilla in tail with remainder to the 
right heirs of PetroniUa.^ 

All that I shall here say of this Heiress is that she survived 
her husband many years and was living at least as late as 1240. 

Nicholas, son and heir of Warner de Wililey, appears first in 
1231, as having been amerced for inattention to his duties as a 
Regarder of the King's Forests. 

In 1233 and 1237, he is mentioned as a Juror of Grand Assize 
and a Knight. On the 10th of April 1241, he was serving the 
office of Under-Sheriff to John le Strange ;^^ and nothing further 
can I learn of him except that dying within the next fourteen years, 
he left a Widow Burga and a Son Andrew, then an Infant. 

Burga would appear to have obtained the wardship of her son 
from John de Chetwynd (obviously as seignoral Lord of Willey 
and other lands of Andrew's inheritance). Five years before his 
Father's death, this young Heir had been married to a daughter of 
Walter de Hugford. In 1255, we have the following notice of the 
Manor of Willey as recorded by Jurors of the Liberty of Wenlock. — 
" Andrew Fitz Nicholas is Lord of the vill of Wilileg, and holds it 
of the Prior of Wenlock and does due suit at the Court of the 
Prior, and his Ancestors used to do suit to the Hundred of Munslow 
till the time of King Richard.'' 28 

This extract is noticeable on two grounds : first, that it makes no 
mention of Andrew de Wilile/s still continued Minority ; next, 
that it asserts the Prior's Seigneury over Willey as that of any 
ordinary feudal Lord. — 

The truth is, that the Jurisdictional or Hundredal Seigneury, 
originally an adjunct of the Palatine Earldom of Shropshire, had 
passed by grant of the Crown to Wenlock Priory, so that the 
Manor was in some sort held of the Prior ; but at the same time 
the ordinary feudal Seigneury, which involved the right of wardship, 
relief, and marriage, remained with Chetwynd as the representative 



not to be lightly qujestioned, neither can 
I think the deed which he saw to have 
been a forgery. 

My own idea is that Dugdale, copying 
a number of deeds, inadvertently took a 
testing-clause for this one from tome 
other document lying before him. His 
limited acquaintance with Shropshire 



names might prevent his detection of an 
inconsistency which would strike a native 
Antiquary at once. 

^ Blakeway MSS. sub signo '* Jones." 
Dugdale gives no transcript of this. 

V Sheriffk of Shropshire, Tre&ce^ p. 5, 
quoting Salop Chartulary, Nos. 26, 406. 

» SoL Bund, ii, 85. 
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of Turold.** Thus the minority of Andrew de Williley in 1255 
was no concern of the Prior's^ and was not alluded to in an Inquest 
which related mainly to the Prior's Franchise. 

This will appear still clearer from the following. — 

At Salop Assizes^ January 1256^ Margery de Lacy sued Burga 
de Wililegh that she should surrender to said Margery^ Andrew, 
son and heir of Nicholas de Wililegh, custody of whom Margery 
asserted to belong to herself, because Nicholas had held imder her 
at Bushbury by half-a-Knight^s-fee ; whereas Burga ever since 
Nicholas' death kept Andrew from the Plaintiff, who was thereby 
damaged to the extent of £10. Burga appeared and called John de 
Chetewind to warranty, who also appeared, vouched the said 
warranty y and further called to warranty John Fitz Alan (his own 
Seigneur). Fitz Alan being present acknowledged the responsi- 
bility, but said that, as regarded marriage of this heir, Margery 
could claim nothing, because the said heir had, five years before his 
father's death, been married by his said father to a daughter of 
Walter de Hugford, which Walter was present in Court and in 
seizin of the said heir. On this ground Fitz Alan asked the 
judgment of the Court in his favour, stating at the same time 
that he had other pleas to offer if this were not enough.*^ Here 
the case was broken off, apparently for ulterior consideration ; but 
no result appears on the Bolls. 

Andrew de Wililey, when at length he came of age, associated 
himself with the malcontent party of that troubled period. His 
career was short and tragical. He fell on the field of Evesham on 
August 4, 1265, leaving an infant daughter, the inheritress of a 
forfeited estate. 

This estate, or rather the redemption money which under the 
Dictum de Kenilworth must be paid for the same before it could 
return to its lineal claimant, was granted by the Crown to Bobert 
le Strange, a younger son of John third Baron Strange of Nesse 
and Cheswardine. 

Bobert le Strange was one of those who in 1270 accompanied 



' In process of time the senrioe ren- 
dered by the Lord of Willey to the Prior 
of Wenlock became much extended. On 
June 26, 1838, *'Sir Bobert de Harlej 
came to Wenlock and before many wit- 
nesses did his homage and fealty to Sir 
Guyohard, Prior of Wenlock, and ac- 
knowledged himself to hold the Manor 

II. 



of Williley of the said Lord Prior by 
serrice of carrying the frock of the same 
Prior to Parliament, and of doing suit 
erery three weeks to the Hundred Court 
of Burton, and suit also to the two great 
Annual Hundred Courts of Burton. (Re- 
gister at Willey, fo. 26). 

^ Attizes^ 40 Hen. Ill, memb. 6 dorso. 

8 
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Prince Edward to the Holy Land. From that expedition he 
returned, but survived not long. He was dead Sept. 10, 1276/^ 
and being in debt to the Crown, WiUey, with other estates of which 
he was something more than a Trustee, was again seized into the 
King's hands. Meanwhile Burga, the heiress of these unredeemed 
lands, had married Philip de Stapelton ; and in 1277, King Edward 
issued his precept to the Sheriff of Shropshire commanding him to 
take extent (valuation) of Willey, and when extended to deliver it 
to William de Stapleton, whose 3on Philip had married the said 
heiress ; and William de Stapleton was to cultivate and sow it 
and render account to the King during the King's pleasure. A 
similar precept again issued in 1278, but in behalf of Philip de 
Stapleton himself.^^ He however lived not long to dischai^ this 
trust. Before December 1283, Burga, sole daughter and heir of 
Andrew de Williley, was wife of Richard de Harley, and to her 
posterity by him she transmitted the splendid and at length 
disencumbered inheritance. As this lady survived the date of 
her second marriage at least fifty-four years, a presumption arises 
that Philip de Stapleton had been only the husband of her infancy. 

As some later particulars which I have to give of Willey will be 
implied in my account of Harley and other Manors, I will here 
take leave of this part of the subject,'^* 

The only under-tenancy which deserves notice in this Manor 
was that of Walter le Stalhere, who left two daughters and coheirs. 
On June 18, 1245, a fine wes levied at Westminster, whereby Alice, 
one of these coheirs, concurred with her husband William Marescall 
in conveying half a virgate in Wylleleg to Nicholas le Despenser 
and Christiana his wife, the other coheir. For this the Grantees 
paid five merks.^* 

This Nicholas le Despenser was suspected of unlawful interference 
with the King's venison. Specifically he was accused of having 
taken a stag in Shirlot Forest on Sunday July 6, 1253, but was 
not tried till the Forest Assizes of Feb. 1262, when he escaped the 
charge by a fine of 6*. 8rf., for payment of which Richard le Yreis 
(Irish) of Dawley and Adam Traynel of Willey were his Sureties. 



'1 Claus 4, Edw. I, numb. 4. 

" Originalia^ i, pp. 27, 30, where the 
inaccuracy of one printed entry is cor- 
rected by the other. 

'^ It is singular that two Manors 
named Linley and Willey should have 
been the property of William Mallet of 
Girardville, a Norman, and as forfeited to 



the Grown, should appear together on 
sereral BoUb of the reigns of John and 
Henry III. The entries relating to them 
have been printed elsewhere in connexion 
with the same adjoining Shropshire 
Manors. It may save some confusion to 
say that they were in Hertfordshire 
« Ped49 Finium, 39 Hen. Ill, Salop. 
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This Nicholas sat as first Juror of Wenlock Liberty at the 
Assizes of October 1272, and as second Juror on the Inquest of 
that Franchise which was taken in November 1274. 



WILLEY CHURCH. 

The Advowson of this Church or Chapel was already a matter 
of litigation in the beginning of the 13th Century. In Hilary 
Term 1214, the Attorney of the Prior of Wenlock had essoign at 
Westminster, in a stdt of darrein presentment which the Prior was 
prosecuting against Warner de Wilileg.*^ 

Again in Michaelmas Term 1233, and probably on occasion of 
another vacancy here, there were several essoigns in a similar suit, 
which the same Prior had against Nicholas de Wilileg,** The 
result of this litigation must be gathered from other documents than 
the Plea Rolls.— 

In 1291, the Church or Chapel of Wyleleye in the Deanery of 
Wenlock was valued at j65. 6«. 8rf. per annum. The Prior of 
Wenlock was not the Patron, nor was his receipt of any pension 
arising from this Church entered on the Record.^^ 

The Church however is elsewhere stated to have been chargeable 
with a pension of 7s, payable annually on the day of the Transla- 
tion of Saint Milburg (May 26) to the Priory Kitchen.^® 

An Inquisition of the year 1323-4 found this Church to be 
without cure, and that the person who should see to the performance 
of divine service here was the Vicar of the Holy Trinity of 
Wenlock.^* 

Hence the district which was taxed to the Ninth in 1341, under 
the title of " The Chapel of Welyley," must not be understood as a 
distinct Parish, but as that territory (probably coextensive with the 
Manor) from which the Rector of WiQey drew his endowment. 
On this occasion the said district was assessed at 40^. only, the 
ninth of wheat, wool, and lamb therein being so much Jess than the 
endowment of the Church because of tempests and murrain, and 
because the glebe land, small-tithes and offerings, which went to 
swell the endowment, could not be taken into account in estimating 
the value of the ninth.*® 



^ JEswignt Hilary Term, 15 John, 
memb. 11 dorso. 

^ Ikaoignt Michaelmas Term, 17 



^ Tas. JPap<B Meh. p. 167. 

33 Register at Willey, fo. 33. 

39 Hereford Register (Blakeway MSS.) 



Hen. Ul, m. 9 dorso. I ^ Inquu. Notiarum, p. 187. 
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A valuation of 1379 puts the annual value of the Chapel of 
Wilileye at 10 merks {£6. \3s. 4id.) and states it to belong to the 
Presentation of the Prior .*^ 

In 1584^ John Podmore being Rector of Wylley, his benefice was 
put at the old valuation of £5. 6^. Sd. for glebe and tithes. The 
only charge specified thereon was 6d, per annum for Archdeacon^s 
Synodals.** 

Summarily then^ the Church of Willey may be presumed to have 
been founded and endowed by the Lords of the Manor. It had no 
Parish, being within the Parish of Wenlock, but it was perhaps 
chargeable with a pension as an affiliation of Wenlock Church, and 
the Vicar of the latter was responsible for its service. The Rectors 
of Willey being without cure were probably non-resident. They 
were nominated by the Lords of Willey to the Prior of Wenlock 
and then presented by the latter to the Bishop of Hereford for 
institution. This mediate right of the Prior seems to have been in 
acknowledgment of the ancient ecclesiastical jurisdiction of St. 
Milburg, though the pension, which doubtless was an original part 
of the same reserved right, may have fallen into disuse. 

EAELY INCUMBENTS .« 

June 24, 1276. Custody of this Church was committed to 
Adam de Wetenhalb, Acolyte, whom the Official was ordered to 
induct. 

Oct. 14, 1304. Henry le Forcer, Subdeacon, was admitted 
on presentation of Sir Richard de Harley. 

Jan. 27, 1323-4, Sir Philip de Harley, Priest, was admitted 
on presentation of the Prior and Convent of Wenlock, on the 
further presentation or nomination of Dame Burga de Harley, 
" the true Patron.'' 

Aug. 6, 1357. Philip de Harleye was presented by Robert 
de Harleye. 

March 23, 1357-8. Robert de Shardelowe, Clerk, was insti- 
tuted to this ^^ Free Chapel,'' on presentation of the King, who then 
had the alien Priory of Wenlock in his hands, by reason of the 
war with France. 

March 30, 1359. Adam de Everyngham, late Canon of York, 
was instituted, having exchanged preferments with Shardelowe. 



<* Monasticon, v, 78, No. viii. 
« Valor Ecclesiasticus, in, 209. 



« Blakeway's MSS. in Bibl. Bodl. 
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March 30, 1860. Sir Hugh le Yonob, late Prebendary of St. 
Marjr's Salop, was instituted, having exchanged with Everyngham. 

Feb. 22, 1383. Sir William Aumeneyb, Chaplain, was insti- 
tuted on the King's presentation, Wenlock Priory being still in his 
hands. On Aumeneye's resignation as Gustos — viz. on Aug. 13, 
1886, Master William Hertford (or Hereford) was instituted, 
his presentation by the King bearing date however on Nov. 26 
previous. 

Dec. 16, 1387. Thomas Preston, Clerk, was instituted on a 
Grown presentation similar to the above. On his resignation, — 

Aug. 2, 1391. Sir Robert Derby was instituted on presenta- 
tion of the Crown. Being styled Custos of the Free Chapel or 
Chantry here, and also Parson of Falley (in Line. Dioc.), he gave 
up both preferments for the Custody of the Chantry of Melton in 
Wappenham (Line. Dioc), and on Feb. 25, 1393-4, John 
Catsoho, late Custos of the said Chantry, waslnstituted here. He 
died in 1410. 



We now proceed to those constituents of the Domesday Hundred 
of Alnodestreu which went to form, probably in the time of Henry I, 
the newly created Hundred of Brimstree. 

One of these Manors was, within a century, again transferred to 
the Liberty of Wenlock ; and it will properly head this series, as 
thus following Broseley and Willey, which were similarly separated 
from their second Hundred of Munslow. This Manor was — 



3Batijjer» 



It is noticed in Domesday thus, — 

" Osbem holds of Earl Roger Beghesovre and Robert (holds it) 
of him. Bruniht held it (in time of King Edward) and was a free 
man. Here is half a hide geldable. ' There is arable land (suffi- 
cient) for II ox-teams. In demesne is i ox-team, and (there are) 
III boors with i ox-team. There is a wood which will fatten thirty 
swine. Its value (in time of King Edward) was 7s. now it is 10».''^ 

Dugdale remarks that aU towns compounded of Over ^' do stand 
upon hilly ground, Over importing as much as supra,^ 

^ Domesday 9 fo. 557, b. 2. 
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The word however, which enters into many names (and indeed the 
very name of which Dugdale was treating, viz. Browns-over), is more 
probably the Saxon noun-substantive Opep (a bank, brink, or 
shore), than the similarly written preposition, which is equivalent 
to the modem over. 

The variety of ways in which Badger was written in early times 
renders its further etymology a matter of some uncertainty. There 
are two Anglo-Saxon words which have, or may have had, an equal 
applicability to local circumstances. Beccef , the possessive case of 
Becc (a brook), would render the whole name intelligible as "the 
bank of the brook,'' while Becep, the possessive case of Bece (a 
beech-tree) affords an equally apparent meaning and is perhaps the 
more genuine Anglo-Saxon word of the two. 

Osbem, who held the neighbouring Manors of Badger, Brockton, 
and By ton, under Earl Roger, in 1085, was no other than Osbem 
Fitz Bichard, Baron' of Burford and Richard's Castle, whom we 
have already seen attesting the Earl's foundation of Quatford 
Church very shortly after Domesday.^ 

It will be better to speak of him and his house when we come 
to treat of his greater Domesday Fief, viz. that which he then held 
immediately of the Crown. His Manors in Alnodestreu Hundred 
will indeed have some time been annexed to his Tenure in capite ; 
but I find no hint of his successors retaining any such concern in 
Brockton or Ryton, as might be taken to represent his Domesday 
interests there. 

With Badger however it was otherwise, for the Inquisitions 
which, down to the time of Richard II, detail the possessions of 
the successive heirs of Osbem Fitz Richard's Barony, imply their 
continuous claim upon this Manor, though such claim probably 
amounted to nothing more than the payment of a small quit- rent. 
It is singular that except by these Inquisitions and the evidence of 
one or two private deeds, we should not have been able to identify 
Earl Roger's Tenant Osbem, with the powerful Baron whose name 
occupies other folios of the Dotnesday Record. 

Of Robert, Sub Tenant here, in 1085, I can say nothing ftirther, 
nor whether he left descendants to inherit his interests. However, 
about the time of Henry II's accession, it would seem that one 
William de Begesour was tenant under Osbern Fitz Hugh, grand- 
son of Osbem Fitz Richard above mentioned. The tenancy over 

2 Supra, Vol. I, p. 111. 
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this WiUiam, who very possibly may have been son or grandson 
of Robert, was granted by the said Osbem to Guy le Strange. 

Osbern Pitz Hugh made a return of his Barony in 1166, but it 
was sent back to him owing to some informality, and thus its 
contents are lost to posterity. Had this return been preserved, 
it would probably have contained a statement to the effect that 
Ouy le Strange held something of new feoffment under the said 
Osbem. The loss of the document is in the present instance 
harmless, for that mixture of secondary evidence and analogy, which 
must often be our guide in these investigations, has enabled us to 
indicate the mode in which G-uy le Strange and his heirs became 
Mesne-Lords of Badger. 

Hereby the history of another great family becomes associated 
with the place, but 1 postpone all detailed account of the descent 
of Guy le Strange to a future occasion. Some facts necessary 
to such fuller account will however be furnished by our present 
inquiry. 

The nature of the subinfeudation just alluded to is so well made 
out by contemporary documents as to merit particular attention. 
When Guy le Strange received feoffment here, the reserved rent 
payable by him to Osbem Fitz Hugh was probably 4s. 

Thenceforward whatever rent and service had been paid by 
William de Begesour to the same Osbem became due to Guy le 
Strange. Within a short period however this William sold his 
subtenancy to one Philip Fitz Stephen who thereupon became Le 
Strange's tenant. Of William de Begesour we shall hear again, 
inasmuch as he probably carried elsewhere and retained the name 
which he had derived from his original feoffment. 

Philip Fitz Stephen and his Successors, as the actual Tenants-in- 
fee of Badger, will now constitute our proper subject, a subject 
rendered most clear by a very unusual concurrence of evidences. 
The Royal Forestership of Shirlot, a tenure in capite at Ackleton 
and Bardeley, Feoffments under the Priory of Wenlock, the Abbey 
of Shrewsbury, the families of Le Strange and De Haughton, an 
interest in the Borough of Bridgnorth, and (more than all) the 
careful preservation of a few early documents, — these are the 
circumstances which, while they supply facts and illustrations of 



' That is the sam mentioned as receiy- 
able from Baggesore in the InguinHon 
of 12 Bic. II (1388-9) on the death of 



John Talbot of Sichards-OaBtle, {dUend. 
Inquis. iii, 105). 
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much antiquarian value, furnish also that rare curiosity— an ancient 
and at the same time an authentic pedigree. 

The Grandfather of Philip Fitz Stephen, whose name however 
does not appear, held Ackleton, a member of the Royal Manor of 
Worfield in time of Henry I. 

The father of the said Philip, whose name was of course 
Stephen, succeeded to Ackleton in the same reign. Some dis- 
turbance of this tenure very possibly took place in the time of the 
Usurpation. At all events the following document issued in the 
first ten years of the reign of Henry II, and was apparently elicited 
by some claim for restitution ui^ed by, — 

Philip Fitz Stephen, the heir. The Boyal Writ runs thus. — 
" Henry King of England and Duke of Normandy and Aquitain 
and Earl of Anjou to his Sheriff -and Ministers of Salopescire 
greeting. I enjoin you that ye cause recognition to be made by 
oath of lawful men of the vicinage, as to the kind of service by 
which Stephen father of my Forester Philip, and the grandfather 
(of the same Philip) held Acclinton, their land, in time of King 
Henry my grandfather: and that, when such recognition shall 
have been made, ye shall permit him so to hold it and with such 
comparative advantage and freedom, both in waters and meadows 
and pastures, and by the same service. And except ye shall so do, 
let William de Beauchamp see to the doing hereof. — ^Witness:. 
Mannasser Biset, Dapifer ; at Wirecestre." * 

We have seen this Philip Fitz Stephen become (about 1160) 
tenant to Salop Abbey, of a fishery or weir at Sutton. We have 
also seen him (each year, from 1169 till 1173 inclusive) discharging 
the trust of Visor, or Inspector, of the Sheriffs' expenditure on the 
works of Brug Castle. 

In the year 1174, Guy le Strange being Sheriff and still con- 
tinuing an outlay on these works, Philip Fitz Stephen ceases to act 



* Charter in possession of R. H. 
Cheney, Esq. of Badger. The date as- 
signed aboye to this early document is 
thus arrired at. William de Beauchamp 
was obviously the contemporary Sheriff 
of Worcestershire, a man much trusted 
by Henry II. The King can hardly have 
been at Worcester at any time of Beau- 
champ's Shrievalty after 1164. Further, 
of the numerous attestations of Manasser 
Biset (he was Lord of Kidderminster) 



none appear later than 1166. Henry was 
at Worcester in 1157, and again at Saster 
1158, when both Manasser Biset and 
William de Beauchamp were with him. 
A precept, of yeiy similar character to 
this, issued from Bouen to Bichord de 
Luci, and is tested singly by Manasser 
Biset {Bibl. CoU. Claud, b. vi, p. 174). 
It certainly passed between 1158 and 
1162. 
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••••, Grandfother o{ =p 
Philip Fits Stephen. 
Held Ackleton of 
King Henry I (1100-35). 



2 



Stepnen, Father of Philip. ^ 

Philip Fits Stephen, 
OocurB circa 1160. 
Living 1196. 



Beginaid de Bagsore. 
Oocun Jan. 11^. 



I 

Boger de Bagsore. 
Occurs cmte 1196. 
Oooms May 9, 1220. 



Philip de Bagsore. 
A Crusader, 1227-9. 



I 
Thomas de Bagsore. 

Occurs circa 1225. 

DefunctuM 1246. 



2 



Margery, daughter of 
Adam de Beysin. 
Nupta circa 1225. 
SuperHe* 1255. 



Richard de Bagsore. ' 
Occurs circa 1254. 
Iiiyingl284. 
I>efuncin9 1292. 



: Margery, 
dau. of • • 
S«perstc$ 
1292. 



Philip de Bagsore. =p 
Occurs Mar. 1246. 
J>eftinctus 
Dec. 1258. 



YideAshMd. 



I I 

Avioede ••••• : 

Bagsore. de Bagsore. 

Occurs 

circa 

1254. 



•Henry 
Mauveysin. 
Occurs 
circa 1252. 



r 



2 



Philip de Bagsore. 
Natua 1247. 
DefiumeUu Oct. 1291 

1 



■I 



Philip de Bagsore, Clerk. Thomas de Bagsore. 

Presentee to Badger Church, Bom Aug. 10, 1278. 
January 1291. Living March 1301. 

Defunctua Jan. 1316. 



I 
PhiUp 

Mauveysin. 

Occurs 

1292. 

Anabcl, daughter of • • • 
8uperite» January, 1316. 



liiii 



Philip de Bagsore. ^ 
Occurs March 1316. 
OhiU 1345. 



William de Bagsore. 
Occurs March 23, 1349. 
Ohiit 1349. 



II. 
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as his Comptroller. This, as I believe, was because at that very 
time he became his Tenant, by purchasing William de Begeshoure's 
interest at Badger : Guy le Strange (in a deed to which I should on 
other grounds assign the date 1173-1177) informs his lieges, French 
and English, of the said transfer. He receives the homage of the 
new Tenant, and concedes the land of Begeshoure in fee and in- 
heritance to Philip Fitz Stephen, reserving to himself only an annual 
rent of half a merk. 

And Osbern Fitz Hugh under whom Guy le Strange holds must, 
according to feudal law, ratify the act of the Mesne-Lord. The 
Deed by which he does so is preserved. It informs us of some 
further facts, viz. that William de Begesour's Wife and Heir both 
concurred in the sale, and that it took place in the County Court 
'* before Guy le Strange," an expression which I understand to 
allude rather to Le Strangers presidency as Sheriff than his 
private interest in the transaction. In other respects Osbern Fitz 
Hughes Charter is merely a confirmation of Guy le Strangers 
previous act.** 

At Michaelmas 1176, Philip Fitz Stephen appears as owing the 



' These deeds, still at Badger, are pecu- 
liarly iUustratiTe of the law and practice 
of Subinfeudations, and supply us with 
the exact process of a very early Conrey- 
ance. Their date (c. 1174) being prox- 
imately certain, the names which they 
contain must make them a subject of 
repeated reference in these pages. I 
therefore transcribe them in extenso, 

Guido Extraneus omnibus hominibus 
Buis et amicis, Francis et Anglicis, salutes. 
Notum sit Yobis Willelmum de Beges- 
houre Tendidisse terram suam de Beges- 
houre cum omnibus pertinentiis suis Phi- 
lippo filio St^phani et cui yoluerit post 
ipsum in feudo et hereditate et coram 
Comitatu illam in manu mea reddidisse. 
Unde sciatis quod ego predictam terram 
supradicto Fhilippo et cui yoluerit post 
ipsum pro homagio suo dedi et concessi 
in feudo et hereditate de me et de heredi- 
bus meis tenendam; Solam et liberam et 
quietam de scuagiis et tailagiis et wardis 
et de omnibus querelis et servitiis ; red- 
dendo annuatim dimidiam marcham 
argenti ad festivitatem Sancti Michaelis. 
Hi sunt testes : Johannes Extraneus, 



Hugo Extraneus, Willms de Baucis, 
Kogerius Alius Grent, Grent filius Leyni, 
Olfridus filius Henrici, Adam filius Ha- 
monis Extraneii (mc), Willms filius Wal- 
teri, Simon de Stantune, Johannes ^frater 
Hugonis Extranei, Bogerius de Layen- 
dene, Badulfus de Lacheia, Walterus de 
Bidun, Distil, Swinudus, Daniel, Bobertus 
Camberlangius, Willms de Fetra Ponte, 
Willms de Bigedune, Bobertus Oarpenta- 
rius, Alexander Forestarius. — 

The Seal of this Deed is of white wax, 
coloured superficially with a red yamish. 
It is yery rude and more than two inches 
in diameter. It represents a Enight on 
horseback ; his right hand (which pro- 
bably held a sword, now de£soed) is 
extended. On his left arm hangs a tri- 
angular shield. The horse is walking. 
The Legend is broken ofi*. 

Osbern Fitz Hugh's confirmation is as 
follows : — 

Osbertus Filius Hugonis, omnibus 
hominibus suis et amicis suis Francis et 
Anglicis salutem. Sciatis quod ego yen- 
dicionem illam quam Willelmus de Be- 
gesoura et uxor sua ct heres suus feoerunt 
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King ten merks and a Destrier of Wales, his fine that he might 
hold Aclinton a member of Worlield at a fee-farm rent of 60«. 
He now paid five merks of the said fine into the Treasury. The 
Destrier he had delivered to the King himself. The balance of five 
merks he paid in the year following.^ His object in paying this 
fine was probably to get rid of some inconvenient service hitherto 
exacted from the King's Tenant at Ackleton. 

At Michaelmas 1185^ Philip Fitz Stephen having been- convicted 
of some offence by tha justices of the Forest paid 40^. fine " that his 
amercement should be settled before the King.^'^ I suppose that as 
a Crown Tenant and OfScer he expected his case to be dealt with 
leniently. 

About 1196, this Philip, at length called Philip de Beggesour, 
attests in a prominent position the composition about Ditton Church 
which I have so often alluded to. 

The following Fiue, illustrative of a very ancient mode of legal 
procedure, relates, I doubt not, to a title which this Philip de 
Bagesore had to land in an adjoining Manor. 

The document runs thus. — 

" This is the final concord made in the Court of the Lord King 
at Westminster on Thursday next after the Octaves of St. Hilary in 
the seventh year of the reign of King Richard (i.e. on Jan. 25, 1196) 
before H. Archbishop of Canterbury &c. — Between Balph de 
Herleton, Plaintiff (petentem), and Philip de Bechesore, Tenant, by 



Philippo filio Stephsni in Comitata 
Salopessirie de terrA de Baggesoura cum 
omnibus pertinenciis suis coram Widone 
Extraneo qui terram illam de me tenet, 
et concessionem et donationem Widonis 
Extranei quas fecit predicto Philippo de 
eadem terr& concedo, et quicquid Carta 
Widonis Extranei super his testatur 
ooncedo et cartft me& oonfirmo. His 
testibus: Fretherico Oapellano, Begi- 
naido Fresbytero, ^Adame Presbytero 
Bogero Clerico de B (Bagesoura I sup- 
pose) Galfrido Clerioo, PhUippo de Cure, 
Willmo de Muleston, Alexandro de 
Puclesdon, Willmo de Wioetre, Badulfo 
de Cnulle, Pagano de Heches, Willmo 
Garb (Garbonel) de Hesefordia, Hauci 
de Stepcltunia, Lofwino filio Lofwini, 
Waltero Juveni de Cliffordia, Bicardo 
fratro suo, Boberto Wiart, Bicardo des 



Bles, Willmo de Loges, GhJfrido de Lam, 
Philippo de Colington, Osberto de Cure, 
Willmo de Cure, Boberto de Hop, 
Benett de Hop, Baulfo le Blun (Blund) 
Samson de Chend, Heliis de Brerlecton, 
Stephano de Midelton. — 

Most of these witnessee were Feoffees 
of Osbem Fitz Hugh in different counties. 
The two Cliffords were brothers of his 
wife, brothers also of Fair Bosamond« 

The Seal of this Deed is compounded as 
the last and is of the same size. It re- 
presents a Knight on horseback, charging 
at full speed. The Legend ia gone. 

^ Eot Pip, 22 & 23 Hen. II, Salop. 
Montgomeryshire was at this time famous 
for its breed of horses. For the causes, 
see History of Shrewsbury , i, 51*. 

' Rot, Pip. 31 Hen. II. 
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Reginald hie son, put in his place, to gain or lose, — of one hide of 
land in Bechesbire (Beckbnry)-, whereof a duel was guaranteed 
between the parties, and furnished forth, and actually foughten 
(uude duellum fuit invadiatum inter eos, et armatum, et percussum) 
— ^in the aforesaid Court, — to wit, that Philip hath remitted to the 
aforesaid Ralph and his heirs half of the aforesaid land, quit of him 
(Philip) and his heirs, to hold of the Capital Lord. And Ralph 
hath quit-claimed to Philip the other moiety, to hold of the Capital 
Lord/'8 

This technical language requires some explanation. —Philip de 
Bechesore held a hide of land in Beckbury under the Lord of that 
Manor. His right to do so was challenged by Ralph de Herleton. 
The question was adjudged to be settled by duel. Philip (a very 
old man) acted in this phase of the litigation by his (younger) son 
R^inald. The duel was fought and probably without any such 
decided restdt as was believed to constitute the '' judgment of 
heaven'' in such matters. So after these solemn appeals to the 
law and to Eternal justice, the case was settled by the modem, and 
simple, though seldom honest mode of ''spUtting the difference." 

Philip Fitz Stephen of Badger was at this period, as I have 
intimated, a very old man, indeed there is evidence of Roger, his 
eldest son and heir, having sat in the County Court before the date 
of the final-concord just quoted.^ 

This Roger de Bechesore, whose succession to his Father Philip 
cannot be put much later than 1196, occurs in various relations. 
As a Tenant of Salop Abbey at Astley he appears twice in Charters 
of that House, which passed during the time of Abbot Hugh 
(1190-1218), and related to its affairs in the said Manor.^^ He 
stands first witness to a grant which Haughmond Abbey had at 
Rudge.^^ As a Knight and accompanied by his heirs he attests a 
Charter of Ralph de Sanford which concerned land at Brockton, 
and must have passed between 1205 and 1220.** To the Abbey of 
Lilleshall and the Priory of Wenlock he was himself a Grantor. Of 
the former benefsM^ion I can say nothing more than that it is 
expressed to be of 5*. annual rent in the Lye (La Lya).^ 



* Pede» JFInutm, " qaonun Comitatiu 
ignoratur." 

' He attests with other principal men 
of the County an agreement between the 
Abbot of Salop and John le Strange 
which must have passed before June 1195. 
(Salop Chartulary, No. 16). 



^ Salop Chartularj, Nos. 187, 150 o. 
'^ Haughmond Chartulary, fo. 175. 
^ Wombridge Ghartulary. Tit. Broc- 
ton. No. 10. 

» Paiene, 18 Eich. II, p. 1, m. 7. 
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His Charter to Wenlock Priory is still in existence. — Calling him- 
self Boger son of Philip de fieggeshore^ he grants to God and to 
St. Mylbui^ of Weciel and to tixe Monks there serving God^ for 
the health of his sonl and the souls of his Ancestors and Suc- 
cessors^ in pure and perpetual almoigne^ 10«. of his Mill of 
Beggeshore, for the kitchen of the Brethren^ to be paid annually 
at two terms^ viz. 5s, at the Feast of St. Andrew and other 5s, at 
the Feast of St. John Baptist. The deed purports to be sealed with 
the grantor's seal and is attested singly by Warin de Burwardell.^^ 

It is here proper to state that Wenlock Priory must have had 
manorial rights at Badger from time immemorial^ and that the 
Wenlock fee of Badger was originally distinct from the Bichards- 
Castle fee. Nevertheless^ the latter only is mentioned in Domes- 
day. 

The tenants of the two seem to have been identical at all recorded 
periods.^* 

The grant last quoted must have followed immediately on the 
period when the Prior of Wenlock was enabled much to strengthen 
his Seigneury at Badger; — a consequence of the Manor being 
transferred from the Hundred of Brimstree to the Prior's new 
Franchise of Wenlock. Thus the subsequent Lords of Badger are 
stated indifferently to hold the Manor of the heirs of Le Strange 
and of the Prior of Wenlock. And their service to the latter was 
much the most onerous of the two^ beings I suppose, partly in com- 
position of that attendance at the Prior's lesser Hundred Court of 
Burton which was exacted, every three weeks, from Manors less 
remote. 

To return to Boger de Be^eshore. — In the year 1199 (as I 
think) the following writ was issued in his favour by Geofi&ey Fits 



^* In ponesnon of B. H. Cheney, £eq. 
The orthography giren for "Wenlock" is 
peculiar to this document. 

Neither the Valor IfecleiiaHiau of 
1534, nor the Minitter^ AeoounU of 1541, 
mention this charge upon Badger- Mill 
among the receipts of Wenlock Priory. 
Lord Forester's Begister has however 
(fos. 82, 33) a curious Bent Boll of the 
Prioiy-Kitohen, taken apparently in the 
years 1495-6. Under the Title *< De Ter- 
mino Sti AndfoiB Apostoli," thisBoll con- 
tains an item — *' De redditu moleudini de 
Bagesor — ^x soL" So Boger de Bagesor's 



benefiution endured nearly three cen- 
turies. 

^ The analogy of Linley and Caughloy 
has already suggested that the Domesdoff 
Surrey of St Hilbux^s Manors was some- 
what superfidaL This will appear more 
evidently in regard to Badger, otherwise 
1 should offer a fuller explanation when 
thus assuming any inaccuracy of Domst- 
(2ay. Much of St. Milburg's land was not 
assessable to Danegeld, and this immunity 
may have ¥rithheld some Manors, or parts 
of Manors, from recognition of the Com- 
missioners. 
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Piers^ then Chief Justice of England and acting^as Viceroy of King 
John^ who was absent in Touraine. 

*' Geoflfrey Fitz Peter Earl of Essex to Philip de Gret, greeting. 
We enjoin you that without delay you do ftJl right to Roger de 
Bagesoure concerning two parts of half a hide of land and an eighth 
part of a Mill in Beckebir^ which parts he claims to appertain to 
his free tenement which he holds of you in the same vill by the free 
service of 5 shillings per annum for all services : which parts^Hugh 
de Beckebir withholds from him. And except you thus do let the 
Sheriff of Salopesire see to the doing hereof; and let him no more 
have to complain for want of justice. Witness myself at Brug the 
26th day of September.'' i« 

The premises alluded to in this writ were doubtless part of that 
half-hide of land which had remained to Roger's Father in 1196. 
We now see that the said tenure was under Philip de Grete^ a great 
Feoffee of the Barons of Richards-Castle. We shall hear again of 
this land in Beckbury. 

At Michaelmas 1200^ Roger de Bachesore appears on the Sheriff's 
Roll as having been amerced half a merk by Justices of the Forest, 
for faulty custody of his Bailiwick, — ^the Forestership of ^Shirlot 
I presume, — an office which was hereditary in his family. 

At the Coimty Assizes of October 1203, being a Knight, he sat as 
a Juror on some causes tried by Grand Assize. 

Besides the Custody of Shirlot Forest he held in capite of the 
Crown a virgate of land at Bardeley in the Royal Manor of Stottes- 
den, for which he paid a rent of six shillings per annum at the Ex- 
chequer. As thus holding he is entered among the King's 
Tenants by Serjeantry, in a Roll which must have been drawn up 
about 1211." 

About this time he obtained the following privilege from his 
neighbour Walter de Hugeford ; — ^who " grants his bank of Wrhe 
(Worfe) abutting on the Red Weir, whereunto said Roger may 
attach his said Weir." The Grantee is to pay a pair of white gloves 
yearly on the feast of St. MjBiry Magdalene for this privilege.^® 



^ Charter at Badger. The year, as was 
usual in Geoffrey Fitz Piors' writs, is not 
mentioned. We can however determine it 
to have passed most probably in 1199, 
and almost certainly in 1199 or 1200, bj 
eridence which is too long to insert. 

V Testa de NeoUl, fo. 254. 

^ Charter at Badger. The witnesses 



are Griffin Goho, Lord of Sutton ; Bobert 
de Stocton ; Hugo de Bolinghale ; Nicho- 
las, his Brother; Nicholas, Chaplain of 
Stocton ; Bichard, Chaplain of Beche- 
beri ; Roger, Clerk of Begesour ; Bichard 
de Estwelle (Astali) ; and Philip de 
Estwellc. 
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At Michaelmas 1212^ among oblata lately received by the Sheriff^ 
one of twenty merks from Roger de Bagesoure is recorded^ a heavy 
fine; but the object of which does not appear .^^ 

He has already been mentioned as living May 20^ 1220, and his 
concern in the Boyal Forests is apparent in that instance.^ 

Within five years of the last date, Roger de Begesoure seems to 
have deceased. He left two sons, Thomas and Philip. Thomas 
the eldest married (about 1225) Margery daughter of Adam de 
Beysin. Also, on succession, he obtained a Charter of Confirma- 
tion firom the Prior of Wenlock, which illustrates the nature of the 
seigneury exercised by the latter over Badger, and shows how in- 
dependent it was of the seigneury of Le Strangers Heirs. 

By this deed, already printai,^^ "Brother Humbert Prior of 
Weneloch confirms to Thomas de Begelhovere and his heirs the 
vill of Begelhovere, of the Fee of Saint MUburg, with all its appur- 
tenandes; to hold to him and his heirs, of the Prior and his Suc- 
cessors, for his homage and for the'same service by which his Father 
Roger held it, viz. for 209. payable annually at Michaelmas, and for 
suit to be done to the Court of St. Milburg by afforciament of 
Court.'' The witnesses were, Philip de Burwardel (unde of the 
G-rantee's wife), Robert de Wodetun, Hugh de Beckebur, Adam de 
Beising (the Grantee's Father-in-law), Hugh de Lega, &c. 

Philip, younger brother of this Thomas, seems to have held under 
him that land at Beckbury which has already been mentioned twice. 
Philip surrendered his tenancy under circumstances of some 
interest. — His deed of surrender runs thus : — " Know all men that 
I Philip de Beggesoure have rendered and quit-claimed to Thomas 
de Beggesoure my brother, his heirs and assigns, all my land in 
Bechebiri which I held of him (that namely which Reginald and 
William le Sage held under me), — for five merks of silver which the 
said Thomas hath given me for my journey to Jerusalem. — 
Witnesses : Sir Walter de Huggeford, Walter de Bealmeis, Adam 
de Beysin, Roger de Subiri, John de Beckebiri, Walter de Eudinas 
(Ewdness), Eudo de Bugge (Rudge), Robert de Alditone, Thomas 
de Aclitone (Ackleton), &c.^^ 

The witnesses' names alone would enable us to determine the 
period of this transaction within a few years, but we learn its exact 
date in another way. — Philip de Beggesoure was undoubtedly one 



» JBot Pip, 14 John. The Fine or Ob- 
lata Boll of this year, which probably 
would be more circumstantial, is lost. 



» Supra, vol. I, p. 299. 
^ Moncuticony v, 76, No. vi. 
^ Charter at Badger. 
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of those who at the preaching of Hubert took the Cross in the 
Summer of 1227. Matthew Paris tells us that from England alone 
60^000 fighting men set out on that Crusade and that most of them 
were poor. Their outset was accompanied by a celestial sign on 
the night of St. John the Baptist (June 24).^ The expedition 
failed owing to the vacillation of the Emperor Frederick^ who 
however after being excommunicated by Pope Gregory IX^ landed 
at Acre in September 1228. Here he found an army of 90^000 
men of all nations, and among them the English Bishops of 
Winchester and Exeter. Jerusalem surrendered to the Christian 
arms early in 1229. 

I can say little more of Thomas de Bagges(M*e. In Michaelmas 
Term 1228, he was sued with many others who held messuages in 
the town of Newport (which was Boyal Demesne) as to lus title to 
the same ; but the result does not appear.^ 

He was also possessed of houses and land in the High Street and 
in the fields of Brug. The former he sold for the large sum of 
twenty-four merks to Robert son of Philip Fitz Thorold, reserving 
to himself a chief rent of white gloves payable at Bmg at the fair 
of the vill, viz, at the feast of St. Mary Magdalene.^ 

The time of Thomas de Baggesour's death I cannot further 
determine than that it was before March 1246, when his son Philip 
will presently appear as Lord of Badger. Besides the said Philip, 
Thomas left other issue, and his wife Margery surviving. 

She having brought Ashfield in frank marriage to her husband, 
disposed of it some years after his death to her younger children. 
She was living in 1255. 

In 1246, Philip Lord of Beggesovere, who will have then lately 
attained his majority, was involved in a dispute with Alan, Bector 
of the Parish, who claimed the tithe of hay in all meadows within 
the same. The matter was settled on March 29, iu the Church of 
Long Stanton before William de Bos, Clerk of the Bishop of 
Hereford, Boger, Dean of Sypton, and a full Chapter. The young 
Layman gave up the point, renouncing all future dispute and espe- 
cially the alternative of an appeal to the " Royal Prohibition.''^ 



a Vol. i, p. 838 (Watts' Edition). 

M PlacUa, Michaelmas Term, 12 & 18 
Hen. Ill, memb. 6 recto. 

^ Charter at Aplcy. Hamo le Pahner 
and Boger Fitz William are the attesting 
Praton of Brug. 

» Charter at Badger. The Plea Bolls 



of this period exhibit constant appeals to 
the Curia SegU against decisions of the 
Cawrtt ChrUtiany as they were caUed. 
I cannot however make out why any 
interference of the temporal Courts 
should be apprehended in a question of 
Tith^. 
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About this time Philip de Baggesour married^ and without 
license of the Crown^ a step which afterwards caused him some 
trouble. 

Matthew Paris speaks of the memorable Iter whereby Geoffrey 
de Langley and his Fellow Justices of the Forest enriched 
the King's Exchequer and impoverished his subjects.^^ The 
Chronicler seems to place their visit to the Northern Counties in 
the Summer of 1250. They held pleas and made arrentations in 
Shropshire somewhat earlier. Among other sufferers Philip de 
Ba^esore was deprived of his Forestership of Shirlot on account of 
his illegal marriage. He fined with the King in a sum of 20 merks 
^' for the same marriage and for having the Bailiwick of the Forest 
of Shirlot which his Father Thomas had had.'' A Royal Writ, 
dated Jan. 21, 1250, allows him to pay the said fine at the rate of 
100*. per annufh?^ 

The Inquisitions of Hundreds in 1255 exhibit this Philip in 
various relations,^ viz. as holding half the Manor of Cleobury- 
North, under Bobert de Haluchton, as holding four virgates in capite 
at Bardeley, and as Forester of the Fee in the King's firee Haye of 
Schyrlet, where, says the Record, '^ he has under him two Foresters, 
viz. William de Bottesfeld and John his Brother, who give said 
Philip 20s. per annum for holding their office ; and they make a levy 
on oats (fields sown with oats) in Lent, and on wheat in Autumn : 
and the aforesaid Philip hath in the said haye, of wind-falls as 
much as seven trees, and likewise the dead trees which are wind-fallen, 
the Jurors know not by what warrant except that of ancient tenure." 

The Wenlock Jurors, of whom Philip himself was one, returned 
him as Lord of the viU of Bagesover, and that he held it of the 
Prior of Wenlock and paid SOs. per annum to tBe Prior, and did suit 
to the Prior's Court by affarciament, and that his ancestors used to 
do suit to the Hundred of Brimestre till King Richard's time. 

These Jurors estimated at four hides the united Manors of Badger, 
Beckbury, and Madeley.^ The Domesday measure was however 
greater, viz. half a hide, one hide, and four hides respectively, or 
five-and-a-half hides collectively. 

The Liquisition on the death of this Philip de fiaggesore is 
preserved. The King's Writ ordering the Inquest bears date 



^ The penaLtiee inflicted ia Shropshire 
amounted to the great sum of £526. Of. 6d. 
(Pipe BoU), 

« Fines, ii, 69. 



» Rot Mund. ii, pp. 81, 82, 88. 

» Ibidem, pp.84, 86. Theient of 30*. 
ia obviouBlj indusive of the rent-oharge 
of lOf . on Badger Mill. 
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2d Dec. 1258. The Verdict of the Jurors sets forth most clearly that 
co-ordinate seigneury which existed over the Lords of Badger. The 
deceased^ they said, had held the vill of the Prior of Wenlock at an 
annual rent of 20^., and land therein of Henry de Harecourt (a de- 
scendant of Le Strange)^ at an annual rent of half a raerk. The 
tenure under Harcourt is measured at two virgates of land and five 
acres of wood, probably the exact Domesday estimate. He also 
heldAclinton of Sir Henry de Hastings (then Lord of Worfield), 
by service of 60*. per annum. 

Badger was worth £3. 5«. did. per annum. Ackleton was worth 
£2. 10s. 6id. Philip^s tenancies at Bardeley and Cleobury-North 
are fiirther particularized. The Inquest concludes with finding that 
Philip was his son and next heir, and was eleven years of age, and 
that all his lands were in the Ejng's hand.^^ 

It does not appear that the Crown asserted any ri'ght of wardship 
over this heir, whose fealty for Bardeley was accepted shortly after 
as a tenure in socage. — 

The Escheator had the Eing^s precept, dated 5th Feb. 1259, to 
give Philip, son of Philip de Bagesouere, livery therectf after taking 
security for his relief of 6s.^^ 

Payment of that sum is acknowledged by the Sheriff in his 
accounts of Michaelmas 1260.^ 

This was that Philip Lord of Baggesovere who, about the year 
1267-8, in other words as soon as he was of age, sold his tenure at 
Astley to Salop Abbey. The particulars have been already given 
except that at the time of the grant he appears to have been 
married.** 

It will appear hereafter, under Alveley, how Ralph Noel, a descend- 
ant of Guy le Strange, became entitled to half the chief-rent origin- 
ally reserved by the same Guy when he enfeoffed Philip Pitz Stephen 
in Badger. It is also supposable that Ealph Noel, thus receiving 
3s. Ad. per annum on Badger, paid half the capital chief-rent of 4fS. 
reserved to the Lords of Richards-Castle. Ralph Noel sold his 
rent, with the liabilities attached thereto, to William de Hempton. 
This makes intelligible a deed whereby William de Hempton remits 
and sells to Philip de Begesovere all his right in 4iOd. annual rent 



3^ InquinHofU, 43 Hen. Ill, No. 32. 
^ JVfw, ii, 294. 
38 Mot Ftp. 44 Hen. Ill, Salop. 
^ Supra, Vol I, p. 45. See alao History 
of Shrewsbwy, ii, 97, 98, where most of 



the Deed of Surrender is recited. The 
witnesses were Henrj le Forcer, John de 
Eethop, and Philip de Swyney (not Scoy- 
nej, as there printed). 
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which he bought of Ralph Noel ; — ^to have and to hold to said Philip 
and his heirs with all escheats and homages^ rendering therefore 
yearly due service to the chief Lords of the Fee, viz. 2s. at Richards- 
Castle, at the feast of St. Laurence, for all services. For this, Philip 
gave £\. 16*. Sd.^ Thus did this Philip, as &r as regarded a Moiety 
of the Tenure, buy up the mesne Seigneury, once Guy le Strange's, 
and become himself immediate tenant of the Barons of Richards- 
Castle. He doubtless bought up the other moiety also, as will 
appear by the Inquisition on his death. 

Having, in January 1291, presented Philip his yoimger Son (who 
could not have been more than twelve years old) to Badger Church, 
he died within a few months. On the 26th of October following 
King Edward's Writ of diem clausit extremum, issued firom Aber- 
gavenny to Malcolumb de Harley (then Escheator cUra Trent) 
commanding him to hold Inquest on the death of Philip de 
Brachesovere. The Jurors met at Brug on Nov. 19, 1291, and 
found as follows, viz. — That besides his Teniures at Bardeley, North 
Cleobury, and Cold- Weston, the Deceased had held a certain Baili- 
wick of Shirlot Forest, not of the Crown (that is not of ancient 
demesne) but of the King's Escheat through (forfeiture of) Robert 
de Belesme ; — that the office was worth 13*. Ad. perjannum, and that 
neither Philip nor his Ancestors^had done other service for the same 
than fealty to the Chief Forester of Shropshire.^ 

" He had also held of the Prior of Wenlock one messuage and 
four-and-a-half virgates of land in Baggesore, at a rent of 30«.^^ and 
the tenure was altogether worth 70«.'' 

*^ He had also held of the heir of Robert de Mortimer of Richards- 



" Charter at Badger, — attested by Sir 
William de Huggeford, John le Foer, 
Alan de Glazelej, Bichard de Bagesore 
(Uncle of the Grantor I think), William 
de PilarditoD, Bobert de D6dinton, and 
others. The Foers were Lords of Boms- 
ley, which they held by service of one 
Knight's Fee under the Barons of 
Bichards-Castle. Badger is sometimes 
included in this Knight's Fee. If properly 
so, then Le Foer will haye been mediate 
between the Baron of Bichard's Gastle 
and Le Strange's coheirs. But I never find 
Le Foer's interest operating at Badger, 
in fact it will have boon at any time little 
more than nominal. 

^ These specifications were obviously to 



bar any claim which the Crown might as- 
sert to wardship of the heir. 

^ The contemporary Taxation of Pope 
Nicholas (page 164) gives among the 
Temporalities of Wenlock a rent of only 
£1. as receivable from Baggesoure, but 
the above estimate includes lOs. rent- 
charge on the Mill. Lord Forester's Be- 
gister contains two memoranda of the 
fealty acknowledged, in 1502 and 1507, 
by Thomas and Henry Fetyt, then re- 
spectively succeeding to Badger. A quit- 
rent of 20t. per annum and two suits at 
the Great Hundred Court of Burton were 
the annual services recognized by each. 
A Heriot on tlie death of any tenant was 
also acknowledged. — It was three quarters 
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Castle (then a minor) in Baggesore^ one carucate of land in de- 
mesne^ eight acres of wood^ and four acres of meadow^ worth 20s. 
IO9. and 13s. respectiyely^ joer annum. He had also held at Acliton 
twelve yirgates of Sir John de Hastings^ of the fee of Worfield, by 
service of 60s., and this wasVorth £6. 19s. 6d. per annum; also six 
acres of meadow which he held there were worth 16s. per annum, 
and he owed suit to the Manor Court jof Worfield/' 

The Jurors concluded by stating his son Thomas to be his next 
heir^ and that he entered his fourteenth year on the feast of St. 
Laurence last past (i. e. Aug. 10th, 1291) .^ 

Thomas de fiaggesovere (with whom I must conclude these 
extracts) consequently came of age Aug. 10, 1299, and on June 6, 
1300, 1 find him exercising his office, as Forester of the Fee, with 
others of the same rank, and contributing to the great Perambu- 
lation or settlement which then defined the rights of the Crown in 
regard to the Forests of Shropshire,^' 

On March 15, 1801, this Thomas occurs as holding over Roger 
de Bagesore, his relation and Tenant at Cleobury-North, who was 
then deceased.*^ 

Before 1316, Thomas was himself dead, leaving a widow Anabel, 
who, in January of that year, presented to Badger Church ; and a 
son Philip, who, though he can hardly |have been of age, is yet 
entered as Lord of Badger in the Feodary which was ordered to be 
taken in March following.*^ 

BADGEB CHURCH. 

Badger and Beckbury evidently formed a detached portion of 
the great Saxon Parish of St. Milburg, a condition which is repre- 
sented at this day by their belonging to the Diocese of Hereford, 
though isolated among Parishes which were formerly in Chester 
and are now in Lichfield Diocese. 

The Church here, probably founded in the beginning of the 



of wheat and three of oats, but had been 
compounded *'&om ancient timd" by a 
money payment of 1 merk (Raster, fo. 17) . 
In the Valor of 1534 these outlying aesete 
of Wenlock Priory are estimated in gross 
under the head of Foreign Mentsj but 
after the Dissolution I find that the Lords 
of Badger paid a quit-rent of £1. 14*. 
annually to the Grown, which I doubt 



not repreacsited, though not quite exactly, 
their older obligations to the Priory. 
(Blakeway MSS). 

» Inquintiont, 19 Edw. I, No. 10. 

» Salop Chartulary, No. 279. 

« Inquisitiansy 29 Edw. I, No. 7. 

*^ Nomina VUlarum (Parliamentary 
Writs, iv, 897). 
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twelfth century^ and by the Lords of the Fee^ was always in their 
gift ; but they were bound to present their nominee to the Prior of 
Wenlock, who further presented him to the Bishop. 

A pension also (for the due payment of which this mediate right 
of Presentation enabled the Prior to exact fealty and security from 
each nominee) was reserved to Wenlock. Such were in this 
instance the remains of the ancient spiritual jurisdiction of St. 
Milburg. 

The Fanmda by which a Prior of Wenlock presented any nominee 
of the '^ Real Patron '^ of this Church is preserved. It addresses 
the Bishop of Hereford, or his Vicar General, and recites that the 
Nomination to the Parochial Church or Curative Chapel of Badger 
belongs to A. B. (the Lord of Badger) by reason of a concession 
canonically made thereof by the Prior's predecessors. It further 
alleges an existent vacancy, and concludes by presenting C. B. (as 
nominated by A. B. to the Prior) to the Bishop, for admission; 
'^ saving to us a pension of 40(/. which in ancient times was wont 
to be paid to our house.'^** 

This form seems to have been used in 1524 by Roland Prior of 
Wenlock when presenting a Clerk to Charles Booth, then Bishop 
of Hereford. — 

It explains not only what follows as regards Badger Church, but 
gives us the ratio of many similarly mediate rights of presen- 
tation. 

In 1291, this Chapel is merely entered as being of less than £4. 
annual value. It was therefore not assessable ; nor is the Prior's 
pension mentioned.^ 

On May 23, 1331, Thomas (Charlton) Bishop of Hereford, in 
course of a Visitation, was at Wenlock. On this occasion the 
Prior exhibited his titles to a number of spiritual claims, which 
were duly examined, and pronounced to be satisfactory by a Charter 
of the same Bishop dated at Morville, on May 27 following. 
Among these recognized rights are, " the Pensions which the Prior 
and Convent are receiving in the Churches or Chapels of Glazeleye, 
Maddeleye, Parva Wenlock, Bechebury, Bagesore, Wilileye, and 
Borewardesleye.'' 

In the Assessment of Parishes (a.d. 1341 ^) neither Badger nor 



« Begister at Willey, fo. 25, b. 

^ Poptf Nicholas Taxation, p. 1G7. b. 
'* Ecoleeia de Baddcshoyere (in Decauatu 
de Wenlak) non valet i:4." 



^ Rot. Pat, 22 Ed. Ill, part iii, numb. 
34 {Inspeximtis) . 
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Beckbury appear. Their proper place waa under the Deanery of 
Wenlockj but their isolated position perhaps preserved them from 
the ordinary notice of the Commissioners. 

An Extent (or Valuation) of the possessions of Wenlock Priory, 
taken Sept. 6, 1379, gives the Chapel of Bagesore as in the Presen- 
tation of the Prior and as worth 5 merks (<£3. 68. Sd.) per 

annum.^ 

Among the receipts of the Sacristan of Wenlock Priory appa- 
rently in time of Henry VII, one of 3*. 4d. payable at the Trans- 
lation of St. Milburg (May 26) from Bagsor is enumerated. The 
same due is entered less particularly in the Valor of 1534 and in 
the Minister's Accounts of 1541.^ 

The Valor states the Rectory of Bagesore, of which George 
Barret was then Incumbent, to be worth in glebe and tithes 
£4. 11*. 2d.; the charges whereon were the above Pension and 
4id. per annum for Synodals. 



EAELT INCUMBENTS. 

BooEK, Clerk of Baooesour, has already occurred in two 
deeds which we have dated about 1174 and 1211 respectively. I 
suppose Boger in each case to have been Incumbent of the Church 
whether there were two of the same name or not. 

Alan was Rector here in 1246 as stated above. 

Jan. 28, 1291, the Prior and Convent of Wenlock presented by 
their letter patent, Philip de Baggesore, Clerk, to the vacant 
Church ; which letter Philip, Father of the Presentee, exhibited to 
the Bishop, requesting him to show favour to his son in the premises. 
To whom the Bishop replied, that he would commend the Church to 
some good Priest till he should see fit to order otherwise ; to which 
arrangement Philip (whose right it was to present a fit Parson to the 
Prior and Convent that they again should present the same to the 
Bishop, whenever the Church were vacant) fully acceded.*'' 

June 19, 1308. Martin de Wistanestowe, Priest, was 
admitted on Presentation of the Prior and Convent of Wenlock. 

Jan. 27, 1316. Philip de Striethay, Clerk, was admitted on 
presentation of Anabel Lady of Badger, " the true Patron,'' trans- 
mitted through the Prior and Convent. Philip's death took place 



^* Monasticon^ v, 78, No. viii. 
*» Volar EccUsioHicus, iii, 209, 216. 
Monatiicon^ t, 80, xii. 



^ Blakeway MSS. from Hereford Be- 
giaters. The youth of this nominee has 
been pointed out above. 
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June 22^ 1344^ and on July 28^ 1344^ it was found by Inquisition 
that Philip Lord of Bagsore^ was the true Patron^ exercising his 
right through the Prior of Wenlock ; that Anabella, Philip's Mother, 
last presented ; and that the " Cure of souls at Badger remained 
with the Vicar of the Holy Trinity of Wenlock." — 

John, son of John Lord of Beckbury, aged twenty-five years 
and more, was accordingly presented by the said Philip, and admitted 
by the Bishop. — 

There was an informality in this. Wenlock Priory being at this 
time in the King's hands, in consequence of the war with France, 
its mediate right of Patronage should have been exercised by the 
Crown. The King however, being ignorant of any presentation 
having been made, and conceiving the right to belong ordinarily 
to Wenlock, presented John Wotenhull in the following year 
(1345). « 

Wotenhull immediately attempted to oust Beckbury, and at this 
juncture Philip de Bagsore the Patron died. The matter con- 
sequently remained in dispute two years, when " William de 
Bagesore, Lord of the Manor of Bagesore, petitioned the King, 
showing that nomination to the Chapel belonged to the Lordship, 
and that all his Ancestors had immemorially presented a Clerk to 
the Prior and Convent of Wenlock, who had nominated the same 
Clerk to the Bishop, and that Philip, the Petitioner's father, not 
aware that the right of the Priory was in the Crown because of the 
war, had on a late vacancy presented John de Beckbury to the 
Prior, who presented to the Bishop, who instituted the said John.'' 
The King hereupon issued a Patent revoking his presentation of 
Wotenhull.** 

After the death of John de Beckbury, and on — 

March 23, 1349, the King, addressing J. Bishop of Hereford, 
presents Hugh Carles, Clerk, to the " Chapel of Baggesovere, as 
being nominated to us by William de Baggesore, to whom it 
appertains so to nominate to us, seeing that the Priory of Wenlock 
is in our hands by reason of the war." ^ The Bishop's Admission 
of Hugh Carles, date April 7, 1349, recites the above Patent. 

Oct. 8, 1368. Roger be Hondeslowe was presented by Richard 
Clodeshele and Alice his wife, through medium of the Prior, &c. 
He was admitted by the Bishop on Oct. 18 following, and, for some 



« Pat, 19 Ed. ni, p. 1, memb. 23. I " JPat. 23 Ed. Ill, p. 1, m. 23. 
« Pat, 21 Ed. Ill, p. 1, m. 10. I 
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cause of doubt again occurring, was confirmed in his possession by 
a Eoyal Patent dated Feb. 24, 1376. 

March 14, 1409. William Nbwton, Chaplain, was instituted 
on nomination of Thomas Smythe, and on presentation of the Prior 
of Wenlock.^^ 



ISlpton* 



DuoDALE, speaking of places thus named in Warwickshire, assigns 
to them an etymology '^ obvious enough, forasmuch as the soyl 
there is of a light sandy disposition, and beareth Bye best of any 
Grain/' ^ 

Domesday notices the Shropshire Manor as follows ; — 

'^The same Osbem (Fitz Richard) holds Buitone (under Earl 
Boger) Wiuar and Brictstual held it (in time of King Edward) for 
two Manors. Here are v hides geldable. There is (arable) land 
(sufficient) for viii ox-teams. In demesne there are ii ox-teams 
and III serfe, with iii boors. Here is a mill rendering viii horse- 
loads of fine wheat (siUginis). In time of King Edward (the Con- 
fessor) the Manor was worth xxz shillings (per annum). Now it is 
worth XX shillings. He (Osbem) found it waste.'' ^ 

I have already said that of the three Alnodestreu Manors held 
by Osbem Fitz Bichard under Earl Boger in 1066, no interest in 
two seems to have passed to his descendants. We have scanty 
means of judging how this disseverance happened, and no hint as to 
any forfeiture, partial or general, having befallen the early Barons 
of Bichards-Castle. 

True it is that Osbem Fitz Bichard joined in the rebellion of 
1188, when Wulstan Bishop of Worcester so ably maintained 
the cause of William Bufiis in the West ; but then the chiefest 

o Hereford B«gisten(Blakewa7MSS). I DenixenbyltichArdllinlSgS. Henoethe 
The Priory of Wenlook was dedaied | restitutionof all its rights of Faiaronage. 



» Dugdale'i Warwickahire (Thomas's I « Dometdatf, fo. 257, b. 2. 
Edition, i, 46). I 
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if not the most open of the Revolutionists was the Norman Earl of 
Shrewsbury himself, and he was freely pardoned. His less politic 
Vassal may however have suffered a partial forfeiture even in a dis- 
trict where his interests were associated with those of so influential 
a Suzerain. 

Another hypothesis, as to this and some similar and early 
dismemberments of great Fiefs, remains to be offered. There can 
be no question that the original Norman settlement of this County 
involved all the ordinary feudal tenures, as well those by Knight's 
service as by Castle-Guard and Petit Serjeantry of other kinds. 
The Shropshire Domesday however takes no notice of such lia- 
bilities, as attaching to particular Manors ; and indeed these details 
hardly seem appropriate to a Census which had for its object the 
ascertainment of gross rather than net value and extent. The 
silence of Domesday as to conditions of tenure does not, in short, 
imply the non-existence of such conditions at the time when the 
Survey was taken. It is therefore very possible that to Osbem 
Fitz Bichard^s tenure of Ryton and Brockton services were attached, 
in 1086, identical or similar with those which were afterwards exacted 
from the Tenants of those Manors. It is further very possible that 
a Baron, the bulk of whose Fief lay in distant parts of this, or in 
other Counties, might find some outlying Manors a mere incum- 
brance ; in other words, that the services with which they happened 
to be charged were more than they were worth to him. In such 
cases a direct surrender or a neglect to comply with the terms of 
tenure would lead to the same result, viz. a reversion of the 
Manor or Manors in question to the Suzerain. Thus, as I appre- 
hend, did Osbem Fitz Richard's tenure of Ryton and Brockton 
cease, and those Manors become subject to the re-disposal of the 
Norman Earl or of the Crown. 

That which I have next to offer about Ryton amounts to little 
more than a choice between two possible alternatives, one of which 
seems however to be recommended by some external evidence. 
Before the death of King Henry I, and probably by that Monarch, 
it was granted as the whole or part of a Knight's Fee either to one 
whom I shall presently notice as Engelard de Stretton, or else to 
some one from whom the said Engelard inherited. If the former, 
then Engelard must have survived his feoffment at least forty-three 
years (a thing not impossible in itself, but which implies either an 
unusually early advancement or an extraordinary longevity of the 
Feoffee) : if the latter, then the descent from the first Feoffee to 

II. U 
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Engelard will have been through a female^ for Engelard (being a 
younger son of his Father) can have inherited nothing except 
through his Mother, she not being the Mother of his elder Brother. 
And the latter theory will become more probable from a fact, 
which will presently appear, viz. that Engelard's successors at 
Ryton were the descendants of his Sister and not those of his elder 
Brother. It is obvious therefore, according to all ordinary roles of 
succession, that the said Sister was his uterine Sister, and that the 
fact which excluded their elder Brother from this inheritance must 
have been his non-participation in the whole blood of his Father's 
younger children. 

This Engelard de Stretton was a man of great importance in his 
day ; and as Ryton was his only, or principal, tenure in capites it is 
fitting here to relate all that I can learn of him. Some scattered 
evidences, which when brought together will explain each other, 
should suffice also to show that what I have above advanced without 
references is not therefore mere theory. Engelard de Stretton was, 
as I suppose, younger Son of that Ralph de Pichford of whom we 
have already heard as a Tenant in capite, and as having distin- 
guished himself by essential services to King Henry I during the 
siege of Brug Castle in 1102. His elder Brother, Richard de 
Pichford, succeeded their presumed Father, Ralph, not only in 
several Manors which had formed the Domesday Fief of Norman 
Venator, but also in that addition at Little Brug with which King 
Henry rewarded the zeal of his Follower. 

Before the year 1157, Richard de Pichford and Engelard his 
Brother are witnesses to a deed whereby William Fitz Alan (I) 
and certain of his Yassals xsoncurred in granting Shmdorn to 
Haghmon Abbey.* 

Also before 1157, when Richard de Pichford gave to the same 
house a hide of land in Brome (near Ellesmere), Engelard his 
Brother was present and (being I suppose Tenant thereof) con- 
sented. Again, after the said Richard^s death, and before 1172, 
'^ Engelard de Stretton'^ makes an independent grant of this hide 
of land, adding thereto the site of a Mill.* 

Richard de Pichford dying I suppose in 1157, and leaving his 
son, another Richard, under age, the latter, as a Tenant in capite, 
became a ward of the Crown. At Michaelmas 1157, the following 

y 

* Haughmond ChartuUry, fo. 213. | * lb. fo. 40, and Harl. MSS. 3868, fo. 11. 
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entry occars on the Shropehire Pipe Boll: — ^'Engelard renders 
account of 20 merks for custody of the land of his Nephew." He 
had in fact bought the wardship fix>m King Heniy II ; and he paid 
the said fine in this and the following year/ 

Thus much for the family and relations of Engelard ; and next 
for the reason of his being called " de Stretton" rather than " de 
Pichford/' This will appear most satisfactorily. Within a few 
months of the accession of Henry 11^ he (Engelard) was made 
Castellan of Stretton^ then a Boyal Fortress and Manor. The 
Manor^ fiscally reputed to be worth £4. per annum, furnished his 
Salary. Hence the following charge made by the Sheriflf of 
Shropshire on the Kii^s Revenue in 1156, viz. "To Engelard, 
Gustos of the Castle, £4. in Stratton.'' And each Sheriff till the 
year 1177 repeats this annual charge as'of £4. bestowed " in custody 
of Stratton Castle." 

In the Summer of the latter .year, this Salary was augmented to 
one of j£20. per annum chargeable on Wellington, Edgmond, and 
Stretton, wd at the same time another Castellan than Engelard is 
named. The probable reason of this will appear presently. 

To show Engelard de Stretton's connexion with Ryton, I must 
now refer back to the witnesses of that deed, whereby before 1172, 
Richard de Picheford granted Picheford Mill to Haghmon. Three 
of those witnesses are Nicholas, Brother of the Grantor, Engelard 
(whom I suppose to be Engelard .de Stretton and Uncle of the 
Orantor), and Richard Pitz Odo de Ruttune (whom I take to be 
Engelard's Tenant at Ryton). 

I will make these assumptions very plausible. In the year 1 1 65-6, 
the return of the Tenants in capUe of the Kingdom, known as the 
Liber Niger, was made.^ Engelard de Stratton was one of the 
King's Vassals of Salopescire, whose Carta or Return is preserved. 
He gives the King greeting, and his faithful service, recites the 
Royal Mandate, and in compliance therewith, informs the King 
that he (Engelard) '^ has only one Knight, viz. Richard Fitz Odo, 
and that he has no Knight of the New Feoffment.''® The meaning 
of this is that Engelard de Stretton only held one Knight's Fee 
in capite, that the Feoffment creating it was of date anterior to the 
death of Henry I (1135), and that the Knight then holding it 
under Engelard was Richard Fitz Odo. 



* Mot Pip. 8 and 4 Hen. IT, Salop. I ' Sapra, Vol. I, p. 8. 

• Supra, Vol. I, p. 868. I ■ Liber Niger, vol. i, pp. 147, 148. 
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Beyond his attestation of several local Deeds, which will appear 
in their proper connexion, I have little more to say of Engelard de 
Stretton. At Michaelmas 1173 and 1174, he appears as having 
acted as Visor over Guy le Strange's repairs of Shrewsbury 
Castle. 

At Michaelmas 1177^ he had been afnerced by the King himself 
for trespass on the Royal Forests, a circumstance which tallies so 
nearly with his ceasing to be Castellan of Stretton, that I cannot 
but associate the two events. His amercement was 10 merks and 
a Destrier. He paid 5 merks in 1177, and the balance before 
Michaelmas 1178.® 

Presuming him not to have long survived the latter year, I will 
merely say of his succession that he had a daughter Felicia, but 
that his eventual heirship was in his Sister Alice and her issue 
by her husband Philip de Burgo ; that the son of the said Philip 
and Alice was Bertram de Burgo,^^ and that Bertram as well as his 
Son and perhaps Grandson of the same name, successively in- 
herited a kind of seigneury in Byton. They had other interests 
also, both in Staffordshire and Shropshire, and, as regards the latter, 
these De Burghs usually appear to have been Tenants of the Pich- 
fords, that is of the male descendants of that Ralph who was 
Father of their maternal Ancestress, Alice. 

But there was a long interval during which the seigneury of 
De Burgh at Ryton is unrecorded. The apparent reason of this is 
that the tenure from being simply by service of a Knight's-Fee came 
to be commuted for a tenure by service of doing ward at the 
King's Castle of Shrawardine, and that so, he who held Ryton 
under De Burgh and performed the latter service was reputed to be 
and often registered as the actual tenant in Capite. 

Of him and his succession we will now speak : — 

We have already seen him as Richard Pitz Odo in 1165, and as 
Richard Fitz Odo of Ruttune before 1172. He or his Son, called 
simply Richard de Ruiton, appears as a witness to various deeds 



» Sot. Pip. 23 and 24 Hen. II, Salop. 

^® Idber Ruber Scaccarii, fo. ccxiij* 
This is a memorandum by eome Officer of 
the Exchequer as to the descent of the 
Knight's Fee once held by Engelard de 
Stretton. It merely traces the descent to 
Alice, Engelard's Sister, wife of Philip de 
Surgo, and to her Successor, Bertram de 



Burgo. Mr. Hunt^s Index of the Liber 
Ruber attributes this portion of ita con- 
tents to transactions of the time of Henry 
II and Richard I. I know from other 
evidence that Bertram thus mentioned 
was dead before 1219. The other parti- 
culars of this family shall form a future 
subject. 
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affecting land in the neighbourhood^ the dates of which may be 
summarily taken as between 1190 and 1280. 

In October 1203, Richard de Ruton occurs as a Juror in causes 
of Grand Assize tried at Salop ; he was himself amerced half a merk 
for some transgression, and was Surety for the fine of a neighbour- 
ing landholder, Henry de Hu^ord.^^ 

At Michaelmas 1204, when King John^s fifth Scutage had been 
Assessed, as well as upon Tenants by Knight^s service as Tenants 
by Seijeantry, Richard de Ruiton had been charged and had paid 
half a merk to the same, as if he were a tenant of one-fifth of a 
Knight's i^P 

In the year 1211, he is entered as one of the King's Tenants 
by Serjeantry in the County of Salop, his service being to find one 
serving foot-soldier with a lance, for the ward of the King's 
Castle of Shrawardine.^* 

His trust in 1220, has before been noticed.^* 

At the Assizes of November 1221, he appears both as a Knight 
and Juror of Grand Assize, but beyond his attestations of some 
later deeds I can say nothing further of him. 

His successor seems to have been John de Ruton, who in two 
lists of Fitz Alan's Shropshire Barony is said, about 1240, to hold 
half a Knight's fee in Ruton of. John Fitz Alan.^^ A third and 
nearly contemporary list omits this entry,^^ and indeed Ryton could 
only be said to be held of Fitz Alan because it owed service to 
Shrawardine, a Castle of which John Fitz Alan was then seized. 

This John de Ruton appears on several Juries, and as witness of 
many local deeds. At the Assizes of January 1256, he was one of 
the two principal Jurors of Brimstree Hundred whose office was to 
choose their ten fellows. I do not find him attesting deeds to which 
I can assign a later date than 1263. 

His successor, William de Ruton, I find similarly engaged as a 
Juror and a Witness from about 1270 to 1303. 

Early in that period, he gave two acres to Wombridge Priory, — 
the said two acres lying intermixed with lands in Grindle which 

1^ Salop Asrizsif 5 John, m. 4 recto, ^* Ibidem, p. 44. At the same time 



6 dono, 4 dorso. 

^ Rot. iVp, 6 John, Salop. 

» Tetta de NevUl, fo. 254. Idher 
JEtuher Scaccaruy fo. oxxxrij. 

" Supra, Vol. I, p. 300. 

i» TeHa de NeviU, pp. 48, 49. 



Balph de Pichford is said to hold a 
Knight's Fee in Albrighton>and Buton in 
eapite (Ibidem, p. 45). Tliis again is not 
absolutely correct. Balph de Pichford 
had nothing at Byton, except perhaps the 
Advowson of the Church. 
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had previously been given to the same Canons by Bichard de 
Grenhull.i7 

But Build was Abbey profited to a much greater extent by the grants 
and alienations of this William. He had sold Byton Mill to Hugh 
de. Weston who^ calling himself Hugh Lord of Weston^ releases 
all his right therein to the said Abbey^ his charter being attested by 
Sir Robert de Knigteleg, Sir Hugh de Beaumes, Sir John Giffard^ 
Knights^ Michael de Morton^ Master Thomas de Blumenhull 
(Blymhill)^ Banulph de Grenhull^ and Thomas de Beckebur.^^ 

This deed^ whose date may be placed between 1279 and 1284^* was 
followed immediately by a confirmation from the Lord of the Fee 
which shall be given more fully. — 

'^ I William Lord of Bitton have granted and confirmed to God 
and Saint Mary and the Monks of Bildewas a certain Mill in the 
vill of Bitton which the Monks have of the gift of Sir Hugh de 
Weston. I have granted it free from all earthly service, with ease- 
ments and free pasturage for their horses and beasts of burden 
coming to the Mill, in places nearest thereunto, except corn-fields 
and meadows imder crop ; abo I grant that the Miller, for the time 
being, may have around the same Mill, Cocks, Hens, Capons, Geese, 
Ganders, Chickens, and Ducks ; also I quit the whole bylei at the 
back of the said Mill as on all sides the water bounds it ; also a 
certain meadow in the vUl of Bitton, which the Monks have of the 
gift of Thomas de Marham near the meadow called the Moremede 
which they have of my gift. — ^Witnesses : Sirs Hugh de Weston, 
Hugh de Beaumeys, John Giffard, Knights ; John de Styvynton, 
John de Frees, Hugh de Halegton, Bobert le Fremon de 
Albrichton." 



V Wombridge Chaiiolary. TU. Orenr 
hd^ No. S. The land is furthOT expressed 
to be bounded by Buhamstrete and the 
water-ooune of Hadinton (Harrington). — 
Witnesses : Phillip de B^ebnr, John de 
Ghrenholl, and John de Stiventon. 

^ Boll of Buildwas Charters (in pos- 
session of Thomas Langley, Esq. of (fold- 
ing, 1786), — as copied by Wm. Mitton, 
and extracted from the collection of the 
latter by the Bct. J. B. Blakeway. 

The Document or rather Chartulary 
from which these deeds are taken diyidee 
the yarioos Charters of Buildwas into two 
classes, Tii. those which passed " before 



the Statute, and those which did not.** 
In the latter class are arranged the four 
deeda now under notice. They therefore 
passed after 1279, when the first Mort- 
main Statute, entitled '*De Beligiosis,*' 
became Law. 

So great a check did this enactment giye 
to the Monastic acquisition of lands that 
it was thus known among Monks simply 
as** The Statute.** 

^ The grounds for the later limit of 
date (1284) will appear presently. The 
names of all attesting witnesses fully bear 
out the date thus ascertained. 
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By a further deed very similarly attested^ the same William^ 
Lord of Byton^ grants to Buildwas '' a certain plat of ground in 
the territory of Ruton thus bounded^ viz. from a certain Cross* 
which stands on the boundary between Cospeford (Cosford) and 
Archesleg (Atchley) along a road to Crassitismere (Crasset^sMere)^ 
and thence along a made fence to a certain white-thorn^ and 
thence to the headland of a certain culture which extends to 
Trendelleswallemerch^ and thence to a place called Munebehatch^ 
and thence along the high road as fear as the first-named Cross/' 
He also grants the Monks '^ common pasture for all their animals 
lying at their Grange of Cospeford^ in a certain plot of his enclosure, 
Tiz. from the road which is above the two Stews^ going down 
between the said Stews to the bank of Woth^' (Worfe). 

Another Charter of the same William conveys yet more extensive 
privileges to the Monks. — He grants them common pasture for all 
their animals in their Granges of Gospesford and of Hatfbn^ without 
number^ taxation^ or county through his whole Fee of Ruton^ except 
in a tract of land fenced by a foot-path which passes from his 
greater Stew to the high-road outside his Court-house at Atchley, 
towards Ryton, and so along the said road to Calvercroft and 
thence to Cecilies Meadow. — K the Monks' Cattle happen to stray 
within this boundary they shall not be impounded but restored 
without trouble ; but if they be found there with a Keeper, surety 
shall be taken from said Keeper for reasonable damages, to be 
settled by two Umpires within eight days after the trespass. The 
Monks may also make a bridge across the water of Wergh (Worfe), 
over which they can drive their cattle to said pasture from Hatton. 
— ^Witnesses : Sirs Hugh de Beaumeys, Peter de Eyton, and John 
Gifford, Knights ; Philip Lord of Baggesovere, Ranulph de 
Greuhull, John de Bispeston (Bishton), John de Styvynton, Hugh 
de Haleghton (Haughton), Roger Hod, and others. 

These and possibly some still further grants of the same William 
de Ruton, having been made subsequent to the Mortmain Statute 
of 1279, required a Royal License, which was not usually issued till 
an Inquisition had been held as to the damage which the Crown 
might sustain by allowing the transfer. Such an Inquisition was 
held in 14 £dw. I (1285-6), and appears to have reported in favour 
both of these grants at Ryton and of some contemporary acquisition 
made by the Monks at Bikedon (Bicton near Shrewsbury).^ 

^ The Inquisition u lost from the proper | InqoiBitions was first made, but not when 
Custody. Iteziflted when the Calendar of | that Becord was printed (1806). All 
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In the meantime^ that is about 1284^ a Record of Tenures in 
the Hundred of Brimstree was made. It points out the seigneury 
of Engelard de Stretton^s heirs as stiU existing at Ryton. " William 
de Ruton/^ it says/'" holds the vill of Ruton of Bartholomew de 
Burgo in chief, by one fourth of a Knight's Fee, but there is no 
mention of whom the said Bartholomew holds in chief" 

The latest that I find of William de Ruton is his occurrence as 
second Juror on an Inquest which sat at Donington, June 15, 
1303, and which was to report upon the prescriptive Manorial 
rights of the Lords of Albrighton. 

Before the year 1316 his own interests at Ryton had passed, either 
by purchase or descent, to Roger Carles, who is then entered as 
Lord." 

This Roger Carles (whom I take to have been Son of Nicholas 
Carles of Albrighton) had been for some time a prominent person 
in this neighbourhood, and so continued for at least sixteen years 
longer. All that I shall further say of him here is, that on 
Jan. 11, 1318, he obtained the King's Charter of Free Warren in 
Ryton, Whiston, Bonigale, and Albrighton, in each of which localities 
he will therefore have had a considerable interest.^ 



EYTON CHUECH. 

The parochial district now attached to this Church would seem 
originally to have been within the Saxon Parish of Idshall.^ The 
separation probably took place in the twelfth century, and the 
Founder of the district Church was still more evidently the Lord 
of the Fee. 

About the year 1186, the Priests of Ryton, Albrighton, and 



^e can gather from the Abstract is that 
it was an inquiry as to the tenure of 
William de Ronton and in behalf of the 
Abbot of Bildvras ; and that it concerned 
•or named the following places, viz. Cos* 
pesford, Hatton, Bouton, and Bikedon 
{Calendar f vol. i, p. 92). 

In 1291, the Monks of Buildwas were 
■seized of a Mill at Bitton, which was of lOt. 
wan\X9lTB,\ue(PopeJSfich. TaxaHon,Tp. 260). 

3^ Kirbf/*s Quest, a Record of extreme 
Talue as regards this Hundred inasmuch 
as the Brimstree Inquests of 1256 and 
1274 are both lost. 



^ Parliamentary Writs, toL iv, p. 899- 
The place is printed in this very inaccu- 
rate Record as Huyx, 

23 Cfiarter, 11 Edw. 11, No. 43. The 
line of Roger Carles ended in a female 
who carried the Manor and Advowson of 
Ryton to the Corbetts of Habberley, after- 
wards of Longnor. 

^ In token of the original subjection of 
Ryton Church to that of Idshall, the Ticar 
of Shiffnal is still entitled to an annual 
pension of 2s. from the Rector of 
Ryton. 
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Dawley, attest a charter relating to Sutton Advowson, a circum- 
stance which indicates the previous existence of a Church in each 
locality .** The name of the Ryton Incumbent was Bernard. 

At the Assizes of September 1272, the Jurors of Brimstree 
Hundred reported that William de Cheney, whilst Constable of 
Brug, took away the key of the B«ctor of Ryton^s grange (i. e. bam), 
saying that he would have corn for the Castle of Brug, and that 
this was since the war (1265) and the proclamation of peace, and 
that said William took half-a-merk from the said Rector for re- 
storation of the key.^* 

In 1291, the Church of Ryton, in the Diocese of Lichfield and 
Coventry, the Archdeaconry of Salop, and Deanery of Newport, was 
valued at £2. per annwmP 

In 1341, the Assessors of the ninth of wheat, wool, and lamb, 
charged only 10«. on this Parish. The reasons for so small an 
assessment were because the small tithes, offerings, hay-tithe, and 
glebe, which went to make up the greater taxation (£2.), were not 
to be reckoned in the ninth, and because the Rector had a carucate 
of land besides, and several Tenants, and because much land lay 
untilled by reason of the poverty and quitting of the accupiers.^ 

In 1534, Richard Rowley being Rector here, the gross value of 
his Benefice was ascertained by the King's Commissioners to be £6, 
on which there was an annual charge of 6«. %d, for Procurations, 
and \s, 5d. for Synodals.^^ 

The Advowson of Ryton seems to have been held by the elder 
branch of the Pichfords rather than by the De Burghs who were 
representatives of the younger branch. — ^There is a similar compli- 
cation of these two interests in nearly every Manor where either 
was concerned. 

An Inquest which was held at Albrighton, May 6, 1285, on the 
death of John de Pichford, found him to have been seized of this 
Advowson.^ The Lords of Albrighton continued to present to the 
Church for forty years longer ; then the Advowson and the Manor 
became united in the Carles family, and both descended to Corbett 
of Longnor.^ 



» Wombridge Ohartulary, Tit. " Broc- 
ton et Suttone Madoke," No. Ixxxy. 

2» AsgsUe Soil, 56 Hen. Ill, m. 22 
dorso. 

^ Pope Nich, Tax, p. 245. 



^ Inguititione^ Nonarwn, p. 193. 
*• Valor JEcclesiasHcw, iii, 187. 
» Inquisitioiu, 13 Edw. I, No. 14. 
^ Sheriffs of Shropshire, p. 126. 
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EABLY mOUMBENTS. 

About 1186, Bernard, Priest op Ryton, has occurred above. 

In 1314, the benefice being vacant by death of Sir Adam de 
Pic HE FORD, late Rector, and being under sequestration, the Bishop, 
on June 12, at Prees, gives custody of the Fruits and Profits thereof 
to John de Stevynton, Acolyte, who need not render any account 
thereof to the Bishop ; and Nov. 1st, 1314, the same John de 
Stevynton was admitted to the Church on presentation of Sir John 
la Warr, Knight. 

He resigned July 26, 1320 ; and on — 

Nov. 29, 1320, Roger de Schbfpeld, Acolyte, was admitted on 
presentation of the same.^^ He resigned in 1324, and on June 22 
of that year. Sir Richard de Gounston, Chaplain, was admitted to 
the Church and instituted (in person of Richard de Cressevyle, 
Clerk, his Proctor) on the presentation of Sir John de la Warre. 

After the death of Richard de Gonston, viz. on — 

Aug. 28, 1342, the Bishop conferred this Church on Sir John 
DE Cotyngham, Priest, the right of collation having in this instance 
lapsed to the Bishop. In 1344, Cotyngham exchanged this 
benefice for the Chantry of Conedovere in the Cathedral Church of 
Lichfield ; and on — 

June 11, Hugh de Greyby, Clerk, late Incumbent of the said 
Chantry, was admitted here on presentation of William Carles, the 
true Patron. Greyby resigned Aug. 1, 1349, and on — 

Sept. 23 following, William Taylor, Chaplain, was admitted on 
presentation of William Careles.^ 

In Sept. 1365, William Walker was Rector of Ryton.** He 
died in 1387. 

John de Bysschton, Priest, was his Successor.'^ 

GRINDLE. 

This Township, not mentioned in Domesday y but which seems 
subsequently to have constituted a distinct Manor, is entitled to 
another name than modem usage has bestowed upon it. It was of 
old called Gren-huUe or Gren-hul, t. c. Green Hill. 

Though in the Parish of Ryton, I cannot show it to have been 
held under the same superior Lords, nor yet can I well support a 
surmise that it might have been a member of Idshal. 

, 33 Lichfield Begister A, folios 67, 669 b. 
' » Lichfield Begister B, foUos 204, 
218 b, 219, 224 b. 



^ Charter at Haughton. 
*» Blakeway's MSS. 
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The Feofifees here took name from the place^ and aeem^ as a 
family^ to have been of nearly equal importance with their neigh- 
bours at Ryton. 

The first of whom I find mention, is Robert de Grenhul^ who 
about the year 1190^ attests Walter de Dunstanville's grant of 
Aynulfs-Lee to Wombridge Priory.^ 

At the Assizes of October 1203, this Robert de Grenhul sued 
Hugh de Beckbury for unduly raising a stank in Beckbury whereby 
Robert's freehold in GrenhuU was injured, and his meadows inun- 
dated. Damages of 8s. were given, and the stank ordered to be 
lowered to its previous state. At the same Assizes, Robert de 
Grenhul easoigned his own attendance at the ^'common summons/' 

He was succeeded by Richard de Grenhul, who in 1220, was a 
Recognizor in a great trial about the Advowson of Tong. 

From this time till about 1250, Richard de Grenhul appears 
a frequent witness to Charters of Wombridge and Buildwas. 

At the Assizes of November 1221, Richard de Grenehull was 
Defendant in a trial of Grand Assize, wherein William Coterel 
sued him for a half-a-virgate in Herthull.^^ Richard gave half-a- 
merk for license to accord, his Surety being Hugh de Beckbury. 
The fine which resulted is preserved. — Thereby Richard conceded 
the premises to William, — ^to have and to hold of Richard and his 
heirs at a rent of 12^. For this William gave two merks.'^ 

This Richard, calling himself Lord of GrenhuU, and for the 
health of the souls of himself^ his Ancestors, and Successors, made 
a considerable grant to Wombridge Priory. The gift comprises 
two half-virgates in the vill of Grenhulle with the meadow ap- 
pertaining thereto, also a meadow called Alan's meadow, also a 
culture bounded '^ by the green lane, which goes from Brocton to 
Ruton and by the rivulet which runs under Hadinton" (Harrington). 

He also allows that the Canons shall have pasturage for 200 
sheep, and for the working Cattle of themselves, or their tenants, 
or assignees occupying said land ; the latter right to extend to the 
Grantor's meadows or cultures when not under crop. He also 
grants free transit through his land for their carts and other imple- 
ments, and liberty to get stone in his quarries ; and lastly that the 
Canons shall be quit of all suit of his Court, and need not attend 
there unless it be for their own pleasure or profit.^^ 



^ Wombridge Chartulary, Tit. Lega 
Frioxis, No. 1. The other witnesses appear 
to be dependants or connections of the 
Q-rantor, who was Lord of Idshale. 

^ Salap Assizes, 6 Hen. Ill, m. 1 recto. 



I cannot determine the situation of th& 
premises in dispute. 

" Pedes FinUm, 6 Hen. in. Salop. 

^ Wombridge Chartulary, Tit. Gren- 
hul, No. xii. The witnesses are Sir 
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Bichard de Grenhull by another and later deed concedes to Sir 
Walter de Dunstanvill and his heirs the Mill of Grenhull with the 
site the|reof^ and the whole suit of the mil of Grenhull^ and right of 
road to and from said MUl^ and right of dam and water-course and 
fishery^ from Bicford down to the same Mill ; rendering therefore 
yearly a pair of white gloves, or one halfpenny instead.^ 

Within the next twenty years. Sir Walter de Dunstanville granted 
to Wombridge Priory the Mill which he had bought of Bichard, 
Lord of Glenhull ; by which transfer, it should be observed, the 
Canons became Tenants of the Mill, paying a nominal rent of one 
halfpenny to the Lord of Grindle.*^ 

Meanwhile, that is about the year 1250 (as far as we can judge 
from his attestation of undated deeds), John de Grenhull had 
succeeded Bichard in the Lordship of« Grindle. 

At the Assizes of January 1256, this John officiated as a Juror 
for the Hundred of Brimstree, and he is found continuously as a 
Juror or Witness in records or deeds down to November 1277. 

There is a Quit-claim of his in the Wombridge Chartulary, which 
(being apparently of date October 21, 1270) releases to that house 
the rent of one halfpenny, due to him on Grindle Mill.**^ 

This was clearly in consequence of a contemporary agreement 
whereby the Canons had given him a fee-farm grant of the same 
Mill at an annual rent of one merk, reserving to themselves the 
usual seignoral rights whenever any of John's heirs or suc- 
cessors should happen to be in minority — ^reserving also a power 
of distress (in case of the said rent being unpaid) to be levied by 
the Bailiff of the Hundred on all the Tenant^s goods.^ 

Between the years 1277 and 1285, John de Grenhull was 
succeeded by Banulph de GrenhuU. The latter occurs in various 
documents down to the close of the Century, but under no circum- 
stance of particular interest. 



William de Hedleg (Hadley), Sir Hugh 
Fits Robert (of Bowlas), Sir Odo de 
Hodeneth (Hodnet), Sir Madoc de 
Sutton, Herbert then Seneschal of 
Ideahall, Oliver de Knoll, Eadulf de 
Stanton, Adam FoUard, Adam Walsh 
(Wallensis). 

^ Ibidem, No. 1. The witnesses are 
Sir John Dunstanville, Sir Walter de 
Hugeforde, Sir Bichard de Sanford (of 
Brockton Sanford, &c., who died 12d9), 
the Lord Prior of Wombridge, Sir 



Walter de Kembricton, Sir Tvo de 
Brocton. The deed passed between 1241 
and 1249. This Mill, called in later times 
the Forge-Mill, is no longer in existence. 

^* Ibidem, Nos. ii and xL 

* Ibidem, No. ix. 

« Ibidem, No. x. In 27 Hen. VIII 
(1635-6), the Prior of Wombridge re- 
turned the receipts of his [house as 
£6. 4». lOd. per annum, from Tenements 
in Sutton, Brockton, and Grendull ( Valo 
Eccles. iii, 194). 
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This place derives its name firom the little brook (bpoe) which^ 
flowing hither from Madeley^ passes on to join the Worfe at Beck- 
bury. 

A great proportion of the lands which are now associated with 
the village of Brockton were, in 1085, involved with Sutton, but 
there was also a small and separate Manor which we find thus 
noticed in Domesday, — ''The same Osbem (Fitz Richard) holds 
Broctone (of the Earl) Bruniht who occurs above (i. e, under 
Badger) held it (in time of King Edward) . Here is i virgate of 
land and viii acres. The (arable) land is (sufficient) for i ox-team. 
There is i boor with ii oxen. Its former value was viii shillings (per 
annum); its present is xii pence He (Osbem) found it waste."^ 

I think that Osbem Fitz Bichard^s Domesday Tenant at Badger 
had also feoffment in Brockton. At all events that William de 
Begesour who, about 1174, sold his interest in Badger, appears to 
have retained and transmitted to his heirs a subtenancy in Brockton. 
The name will occur again in the latter relation. 

As to Osbem Fitz Richard's Seigneury here, that reverted to the 
Crown within fifty years after Domesday j and probably at the same 
time and for the same causes as have been suggested under Ryton. 

The neighbouring Manors of Stockton and Sutton were con- 
temporaneously in the King's hands, whereby it came to pass that, 
on their redistribution in time of Henry II, the Domesday limits of 
each were not strictly observed. Hence I must speak with some 
uncertainty of the specific descent of that virgate and eight acres 
which are entered in Domesday as " Broctone." 

This land was possibly represented by a tenement of two virgates, 
held subsequently under the Crown by petit serjeantry. The im- 
mediate tenants bore the name of Russel, and their service was that 
of Castle-Ouard at Shrawardine. 

The earliest tenant of whom I find mention was Robert Russel, 
who in time of Henry II, as I suppose, alienated one half of his 

^ Domesday^ fo. 257, b. 2. 

II. 13 
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serjeantry, viz. one virgaie, to Iweyn his brother and Agatha his 

sister, reserving to himself an annual rent of 5rf.^ 

Of this alienation I will speak presently. The next whom I find 

in the position of Robert Russell was GeoflErey Russell, who attests 

a deed of GriflSn, son of Gervase Goch, in the year 1194. 

In the fiscal year, ending Michaelmas 1204, King John's fifth 
Scut age was levied. It was at the rate of two-and-a-half merks 
(£1. 13«. 4rf.) on each Knight's Fee; but the peculiarity of this 
Scutage was, that it was assessed, not only on Tenants in capUe by 
Knight's service, but on Tenants by Seijeantry. Thus Geo&ey 
Russell appears upon the Roll as chargeable with half-a-merk.^ 

The same Geofirey is found attesting certain Brockton Deeds in 
1205, and between that year and 1211. 

In June 1211, this Geoflfirey was deceased, and "William Russell 
was the King's Tenant at Brockton. From two Rolls of that date 
his obligation is gathered to be " the finding of one serving foot- 
soldier with a bow, for ward of the King's Castle of Srawrthin."* 

About 1225, this William Russell granted to Ralph de Sanford, 
for his homage and service, and for 20«. then paid, all the land which 
said William had in Wunedon ; — rendering therefore Zs, per annum} 

Some time afterwards Henry Ywein granted to Wombridge 
Priory an acre of land which he had in Bromcroft in the vill of 
Brocton.* A contemporary Charter by William Russel shows that 
this acre was held under him by Henry Ywein who was in fact his 
relation. 7 He confirmed the grant and added a further donation of 
his own, viz. three acres on the hill of Habenhull (now The 
Avenals), and another acre in Bromcroft.^ 



> Testa de Nevill, fo. 275. 

' Sot. Pip, 6 John, Salop. 

* Testa de Nevill, fo. 254, and Liber 
Suber Scaccariiy fo. cxxxvii. Other Bolls, 
apparently compiled firom less accurate bat 
nearly contemporary originals, give the 
names of both GeofiOrey and William 
Bussel as Tenants by Serjeantry, and 
describe the tenure of the former as a 
hide of land. This I take to be a mere 
error of compilation, and do not think 
that any single original can have contained 
both names. These latter Bolls are to be 
found Teeta de NeviU, fo. 879, and JAber 
RvibeTy fo. cxxiii 

« Charter at Haughton HalL The wit- 
nesses are Sir Hugh de Beckebur, Biohard 



de GrenhuU, William de Beggesouria, 
Boger his Son, Henry le Strange, Bobert 
de Trillewordine, Henry Ywein, Elias 
Cocns. 

* Wombridge Chartulary, Tit, Broeton^ 
No. xlyii. Tested by Sir Madoc de Sutton, 
Bichard de Sontford (son and heir of 
Balph), Boger de Begesour, William 
Bussell, William Cocus. 

^ Ibidem, No. xxxix. Tested by the 
first, second, third, and fifth witnesses of 
the last ; also by Henry Ywein and Elias 
Cocus. 

^ Ibidem, No. zlix. Tested by Sir 
Madoc de Sutton, Bichard de Sonford, 
Bichard Grenhull, Boger de Beggeshour, 
Henry Ywein, and William Cocus. 



BROCKTON. 95 

Before Michaelmas 1240^ this William Russel was dead, and 
Thomas^ his son and heir, is entered on the Pipe Roll as owing 
one mei^k relief for the lands which he should hold in capite.^ 

Thomas Russel underwent sentence of outlawry and forfeiture 
within twelve years of his succession. An Inquest of Tenures in 
Brimstree Hundred^ which appears to have been taken about 1251> 
records as follows : — 

" Thomas Russel^ who held of the King in capite two virgates of 
land in Brocton^ by service of being in garrison at Montgomery, 
with whatever arms he chose for self-defence, slew a man, and his 
land was seized into the King's hand. Of the said land, Robert 
Russel his ancestor alienated one virgate to Iweyn his (Robert's) 
Brother and Agatha his Sister by service of 5d. per annum, and it 
(the alienated land) is now worth one merk " per annum.^^ 

The Brimstree Jurors at the Assizes of January 1256, reported 
the previous " indictment, flight, malcredit, and outlawry of Thomas 
Russel, and of his accomplices Adam Mestling and Nicholas 
Russel of Dunninton ; also that none of the said outlaws had any 
chattels."!! 

Thomas Russell's land at Brockton continued an Escheat till the 
year 1261. It was apparently early in that year that the King 
ordered an Inquest to be taken by the Sheriff and Coroners as to 
the circumstance of this Tenure. 

Of the Jury which sat on this occasion were Ivo de Brocton, 
Roger Bagh (Baggesore), Thomas de Brocton, Richard le Oyselur, 
Hugh Pym, William Dunnynger, William Fitz Elyas, &c. 

They reported that Thomas Russel' s land was an Escheat of 
the King, who could give it to whom he chose, but that Dionisia, 
Thomas's Mother, was still holding one-third thereof in dower. ^^ 

The King seems to have acted immediately on this information. 
His writ dated at St. Paul's, London, May 18, 1261, runs as 
follows. — 
j " The King having regard to the long services of Nicholas le 

Waleys his Messenger hath granted to said Nicholas for life that 
Messuage, &c. in Broghton which Thomas Russel once held in capite 



I 



» Sot. Pip, 24, Hen. Ill Salop {Nova 
Ohlata). 

^ Testa de Nemll, fo. 275. The ser- 
Tices Tvhich, whUe Shrawardine'^ was a 
Royal Castle, lay upon many of the King's 
Tenants in Shropshire were atiomed 
before this period to Montgomery. Shi-a- 



wardine was, at the same time, probably 
given up to its hereditary Lords, the Fitz- 
Alans. 

^' Assize Boll, memh. 9 recto. 

^* Inquis, incerti tempotis Hen. Ill, 
No. 96. 
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and which is the King's Escheat^ by reason of said Thomas being 
outlawed for the murder of Thomas Blund of Stocton^ and which 
the King can give to whom he wiU, as he learns by Inquisition 
which he has caused to be made by the Sheriff of Salop/^ The 
Grantee is to perform all accustomed sendees. At his death the 
premises shall revert to the Crown. The Escheator citra Trent is 
to put the Grantee in possession without delay .^^ 

At the Assizes of September 1272^ the Brimstree Jurors reported 
the non-attendance of Nicholas le Messager^ also that ^' he had for 
ten years withdrawn from the Hundred-Court all suit for his tenure 
in Brocton^ whereby the King was damaged 2s, yearly ; also that 
the said tenure was a virgate of land in Brockton^ for which he 
was to find for the King one bow (archer) with a bolt (bosone) for 
fifteen days^ at Mungomery, in time of war.'^^* 

The Feodary of 1284 exhibits the extent of this tenure^ and also 
the service due thereon to the Crown> as again changed; though I 
suppose that the Tenant mentioned held under Nicholas le Messager, 
and not^ as stated^ in capite. — 

Alexander le Cold is entered as holding half a virgate in the vill 
of Brocton in capite, by service of going with the King into Wales 
in time of war, with one lance, for a week.^^ 

At the Assizes of October 1292, a thorough investigation of the 
various rights of the Crown in this Coimty brought this Seqeantry 
again under notice.^* 

The King, by Hugh de Louther (his Attorney), prosecuted 
Nicholas le Messager for one virgate in Brocton, which he, the 
King, claimed as his right. The Defendant did not appear, and the 
Sheriff having been ordered to summon him had not done so, but 
certified that said Nicholas was dead. Hugh de Louther denied 
this, and affirmed Nicholas to be alive and well (in plen& vit&), and 
was ready to prove this by Jury. The Sheriff made a similar 
appeal ; so an Inquest was ordered thereupon, and a formal precept 
issued to the Coroners. 

Whatever was the result of this further investigation, I find no 



w Fines, ii, 851. Originalia, i, 17. 

^ Flacita Corona, 56 Hen. Ill, Salop, 
m. 22 dorao, 23 recto. 

» Kirhy'9 Quest. Alexander le Cold 
appears on a local Jurj in September 
1276; and, for several years after, his 
land in Brockton is a subject of mention 



in oontemporaiy Charters of Wombridge 
Priory. In most of these his Christian 
name is written Tandi or Gandi, — abbre- 
viations of '* Alexander" which would 
seem to have been then in use. 

>^ Placita de quo Warranto^ p. 685. 
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later evidence of this Serjeantry constitatmg an indiyidnal Tenure 
in capite. 

I believe that it was afterwards held by the Bumels of Langley, 
in common with other acquisitions in the neighbourhood which 
had been secured by their relative^ the princely Bishop of Bath and 
Wells, who died, holding .the Great Seal of England, at the very 
time when these Prosecutions were on foot. 

We should say something of the descent of that Iweyn whom we 
have seen to become a FeofiPee of Bobert Russell in the twelfth cen- 
tury, and whose heirs were consequently under-tenants of the 
successive occupants of this Serjeantry. Henry Fitz Ywein is 
found attesting local deeds early in the thirteenth century. As 
Henry Ywein he has already been mentioned at a somewhat later 
date. 

Bobert Ouewyn served on a Stockton' Inquest in 1243. 

Richard Iwen, Iweyn, or Weyn, of Brockton, occurs as a witness 
before 1249, as a Juror in 1258, and was living in 1272. From the 
latter date till the beginning of the next century another Henry 
Iweyn seems to have represented the family ; and in 1316, 1318, 
and 1336 we have Richard Owyn, Heweyn, or Vweyn in a simUar 
position. On May 1, 1341, Sibil, widow of Richard Owyn, occurs 
as holding dower in Brockton.^^ 

LINLEY FEE IN BROCKTON. 

I have already hinted that of several tenures in Brockton it is 
difficult to distinguish the one which constituted the Domesday 
Manor from others which, having been involved at Domesday, in 
Sutton, were afterwards detached therefrom and became inde- 
pendent. 

A second tenure (of two and a half virgates) shall have notice 
here, as possibly representing the Domesday Manor of Broctone. 

This, in time of King Henry II, was held in capite by Richard de 
Linley. Of him I have spoken under Linley, and shall here say no 
more of him than that he appears to have alienated one-and-a-half 
virgates of his Serjeantry in Brocton to Sibil de Linley,^® his rela- 



^ Wombridge Ghariulary panm^ and 
Chartera at Haughton. I have not given 
aU the yarieties which ooour in the spell- 
ing of this single name "Owen." The 
Anglo-Saxon law-clerks were in no case 



very studious of a consistent orthography i 
but the spelling of Welsh proper names 
seems to have been a subject of more than 
usual caprice. 

» Tetta de NeviU, fo. GO. The passage 
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tion doubtless^ but not his heir. Sibil in turn bestowed her land 
in Brocton on Lilleshall Abbey^ as has been before stated.^^ 

We wiU presently return to the Lilleshall interest thus created 
here ; but now we will follow the descent of those two Coheiresses 
who eventually succeeded Philip de Linley in the residuary virgate 
at Brockton^ as well as in the whole Manor of Linley. 

These were the wives, one of William le Forcer, the other (Isolda) 
of Wido de Farlow.20 

An Inquest of Tenures in Brimstree Hundred taken in 1227^ 
states that William (it should be Wido) de Femlawe and William 
le Forcir hold a virgate in Brockton by service of finding one 
serving foot-soldier at Shewrthin (Shrawardine) for eight days 
if necessary ; and that the annual value (of the said virgate) 
was 15*.^^ 

Gut de Febnlawe was Lord of Farlow, and has already occurred 
to our notice as attesting a Broseley deed about 1230, and a 
Pickthom Deed about 1241-2.^^ And soon after that he died, 
leaving Philip his son and heir, who before the year 1251, calling 
himself Philip, son of Wido de Famlowe, grants to Stephen, son of 
William Keede (elsewhere spelt Cude) of Brockton, for his homage 
and for 20*. entrance-fee, half a virgate in Brockton which came 
hereditarily to him (Philip) from Ysonda his mother : — ^to hold in 
fee at a rent of 7s. 6d.^ 



is inaccurate and nngrammatical ; bnt its 
intended meaning is clearly that which I 
have assigned to it. 

^ Supra, Vol. I, p. 360. 

^ Before the Brockton virgate settled 
into this succession, t. e. about the year 
1211, the following inconsistent and un- 
intelligible returns appear to have related 
thereto : — 

1. William Briware holds by seijeantiy 
one virgate in Drayton, and he should find 
one serving foot-soldier for ward of the 
Castle of the Lord King of Srawthin 
(Testa de NeviU, p. 65). 

. 2. William Bruere holds by serjeantry 
of one serving foot-soldier with a bow, for 
ward of Sraworthin (Liber JSub, 8caee, 
fo. cxzxvii). 

3. William Briwer holds Bramton by 
service of finding a serving foot-soldier for 
ward. (TeHa de NtviU, p. 417). 

That the tenure thus alluded to was 



in Brockton rather than Bramton or 
Drayton will be clear ; but who William 
Briwere the Tenant was I cannot sur- 
mise. He may have been Guardian of the 
two Coheiresses, or he may have been the 
first husband of one of them, or again he 
may have been the heir of Philip de Linley 
and Father of them both. 

It will not serve to elucidate the diffi- 
culty when I state that in 1226, Alice de 
Draiton was suing William Cude (whose 
family I know to have been Under-tenants 
in this Serjeantry) for disseizing her of a 
tenement in Brockton. Judgment was 
given for the Defendant because the 
Plaintiff had never been in seizin of the 
premises (Ahbrev, Plcusitorum^ p. 103). 
A confusion of the names Drayton and 
Brockton is not a singular joccurrence. 

^ Testa de NevUl, fo. 54. 

22 Supra, Vol. I, p. 240. 

23 WombridgeChartulary, Tit,Brocton^ 
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I can say nothing further of this Philip de Farlow than that he 
was living in 1255^ and dead in 1273 ; and that his inheritance 
seems to have been divided among Coheiresses^ who in the year 
1273, were jointly in receipt of 9*. per annum chargeable on Linley, 
and 78. 6d, per annum, the rent of their share of Brockton, as re- 
served in the feoffment of Stephen Keede already quoted. 

This rent of 7s. 6d. and the Seigneural rights which it implied 
were afterwards bought up by Robert Burnell, Bishop of Bath 
and Wells, who was at the time a ready purchaser of any Shrop- 
shire property. 

On May 5, 1280, the following Fine was levied at Westminster 
between said Bobert, Complainant (querentem), and Matilda de 
Farlawe, Defendant (impedientem), of 48. rent in Brockton whereof 
was plea, — " Matilda acknowledged the right of Robert thereto as 
of her own gift. To hold to Robert and his heirs of John de 
Cleton and his heirs for ever; — Rendering a red-rose and capital 
services. The Bishop gave a 8ore hawk. And this concord was 
made in presence and by consent of, and nnder warranty of said 
rent, by John de Cleton.^^ But Robert de Doditon and Isolda his 
wife put in a daim to said rent, as we learn from an indorsement 
on the Fine. 

At the same time and place another fine was levied between the 
same Plaintiff and John de Cleton and Alice his wife, Defendants, 
of Ss.6d. rent in Brockton, whereof was plea of warranty of Charter. 
John and Alice acknowledged the right of the Bishop as of their 
own gift ; — ^to hold to the Bishop and his heirs at a rent of one 
rose and by render of capital services. The Bishop gave a 8ore hawk.^ 

Having now traced one interest in this Tenure to the Bishop of 
Bath and Wells, 1 proceed to show that he acquired another also, 
viz. that which was held in 1227 by William le Forcer. 

This William, who has occurred as witness of two Broseley deeds 
about 1230, was deceased before Dec. 6, 1242, when Henry his Son 
and Heir fined three merks with the King, to have seizin of his 
Father's lands, although he (Henry) was yet under age. The King 
accepted his fealty, and he was to do his homage on the King's 
return into England. The Sheriff of Salop was to take security 
for the said three merks, and give Henry full seizin.^^ 



No. XT. Tested by Adam de Boditun, 
Yto de Brocton, Roger Beeg (Bagsore), 
Richard Beeg, Thomas Russel, Richard 
Pym. 



^ Pedeillnium, 8 Edw. I, Salop. 

^ Fines, i, 391. The King was in 
Gasoonj. This writ was expedited by 
the Archbishop of York. 
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On Nov. 15, 1248, Henry le Forcer baying enfeoffed an Under- 
Tenant in his half-virgate at Brockton the following Fine was 
levied at Salop, viz, *' between Henry le Forcer, Plaintiff (petentem) , 
and Henry de Brocton and Sibil his wife, Tenants, of half-a-virgate 
in Brocton, whereof was Plea, Sec. Henry de Brocton and Sibil 
acknowledged the right of the Plaintiff, who conceded the premises, 
— ^to have and to hold to Henry de Brocton and Sibil, and the heirs 
of Sibil, rendering therefore to the Plaintiff and his heir 7$. 6d. 
annually, and performing accustomed services to the Chief Lord of 
the Fee."26 

About the year 1251, an Inquest of Tenures in Brimstree 
Hundred seems to give the then state of this Serjeantry. '' Henry le 
Forcer and Philip de Franlasche (Farlow)hold two-and-a-half virgates 
(the original quantity) of the King, in Brocton, by Serjeantry of 
finding one man at Montgomery in war, for fifteen days. Out 
of this (two-and-a-half virgates) Richard de Linley alienated one- 
and-a-half virgates to Sibil de Linley, and it (the alienation) is 
worth 20*." (per annum) .^ 

Besides what I have said, under Linley, of Henry le Forcer, 
I find that on March 28, 1256, he and his Brother Roger took one 
of the King's Deer.^ Roger escaping from arrest was outlawed, 
but Henry was still in prison when, in February 1262, the 
Justices of the Forest visited Shrewsbury. A fine of 20*., for which 
Andrew de Wileley and John Tece of Tasley were his Sureties, 
seems then to have procured his release. 

His attestation of two Charters as a Tenant of Shrewsbury 
Abbey at Astley must have passed between^ this period and^^s 
death (Oct. 6, 1272). «» 

The first Inquest as to his estate reported him to ^' have held 
half-a-virgate of the vill of Brocthon, which a certain free man 
(his Feoffee of 1248) then held, by doing service for him (Henry) 
at Suarthin, also that the said Henry had sold all his right therein 
to Robert Bumell." 

A second Inquest, which sat April 16, 1273, purports to be more 
correct. It says that he had held " half-a-virgate of the King in 
Brocton, of the Barony of Montgomery, by service of finding one 
foot-soldier in ward of the Castle there, that he before his death 



» Pede» Mnhm, S3 Hen. IH, Salop. 

V TeHadeNevUl^^.eO. The change of 
aexrioe firom Shrawardine to Montgomery 
is again obaerrable. (\^de aupra, n. 10.) 



» PlacUaForesta, Salop, 46 Hen. Ill, 
memb. 4. 

^ Salop Chartularj, Numbers 145, 
161. 
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(had sold) the said land to Sir Robert Bamel^ who has Custody of 
the said Barony, by some right, to himself or his heirs ***,"«) 

Though the deceased was thus shown not to have been a Tenant 
in capite^ the King's Escheator, seized upon his heir, claiming for 
the Crown the right of disposing of him in marriage. 

Margery de Harcourt, daughter and (as she is on this occasion 
less accurately called) Coheir of William de Harcourt, claimed this 
wardship, and petitioned the Crown for the same in 1275. Her 
claim arose as having the Seigneury of Ayleston (co. Leicester) . She 
alleged that her ancestors always had custody and marriage of the 
Heirs of Le Forcer, who were Tenants of that Manor, notwith- 
standing that Henry Le Forcer had held other lands of the Honour 
of Montgomery and the Priory of Wenlock (she alluded to Brockton 
and Linley). 

The King's writ, dated 18 July 1275, directed the Sheriff of 
Shropshire to inquire into this matter. A Jury met at Brockton 
on January 2, 1276, and reported that Richard de Harcourt, 
Margery's Grandfather, had had the marriage of Henry le Forcer, 
deceased, the latter having been a Minor at the death of his Father 
William ; that said Richard sold the said marriage to Nicholas le 
Fon^r, Henry's Uncle; and that the King and his Ancestors, 
Lords of the Honour of Montgomery, had never had marriage or 
custodyof the Forcers. ^^ 

Sir Robert Bumell, above mentioned as purchasing Henry le 
Foroer^s interest at Brockton, was consecrated Bishop of Bath and 
Wells April 7, 1275. We have already seen how in 1280 he was 
buying the seigneury (or right to the chief-rent) of the other moiety 
of this Serjeantry. His object was a title to the whole rent of 15*. 
per annum {7s. 6d. being the reserved rent on each moiety) ; and it 
should be remembered that 15*. had been stated in 1227 to be the 
value of this virgate to its owners. The Bishop seems either to have 
changed the Under-Tenants here, or to have performed the services 
due on this Serjeantry by another deputy ; but his transactions at 
this period were so numerous and complicated that I cannot do 
more than set down what I suppose to relate to Brockton. The 
Bishop had a relation, a Nephew I believe, Richard Bumell, to 
whom he granted Langley, at first for life, and afterwards in fee. — 
In 1284, Richard Bumel is entered as holding one virgate in 

» InquisUioniy 1 Edw. I, No. 47. Thb | » InquuUions, 4 Edw. I, No. 77. 
Becoid is much deiBced. I 

II. 14 
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Brocton of the King in capite, but his warrant to do so was not 
known.*^ 

The Bishop however still continued seized of the chief-rent of 15«.; 
for in 1291, Sir Philip Bumel (Nephew and heir expectant of the 
Bishop) gave to Wombridge Priory 158, rent in the vill of Brocton 
in exchange for all land and rents which the Priory had at Norton 
near Condover. The said exchange was attested by the Bishop 
himself," who seems, as regards this estate, to have anticipated the 
succession of his heir. 

Nevertheless, Richard Bumel continued to hold this land, and to 
be reputed the Tenant in capite, though the service due thereon 
appears again to have been changed. — 

In 1310, when the army of England was under summons to 
meet at Tweedmouth on Sept. 19th, Richard Bumel proffered 
service of a fourth part of a Knight's Fee to be performed by one 
serving man with a barded horse.** 

Richard Bumel of Langley seems to have died m 1313,^ and to 
have been succeeded both at Langley and Brockton by William 
Bumel. In 1328, when marriage articles were agreed upon 
between Edward (son of this William) and Margaret Lee, William 
Bumel enfeoffed the said Edward, &c. ^' in all his lands in Broc- 
tone near Kembrygton, except the Tenement which he held of the 
King in capite, and which he might not alienate without licensc^'^a 

The viroate-and-half which Richard de Linley had given to 
Sibil de Linley out of this Serjeantry was before 1199 grafted by 
the latter to Lilleshall Abbey. 

It would seem that one Agnes de Brocton had some claim to a 
rent receivable from the Abbey on this or other land in Brockton. 
A deed wherein she calls herself daughter of William makes over 
her right, whatever it was, to Ralph de Sanford,*^ who was at this 
period (1210-1224) purchasing largely in the neighbourhood. 



^ Kirhf*8 Quest. It ie obvious that 
whoerer made this return was Ignorant 
of the precise circumstanoes of Richard 
Burners Tenure, which must have been 
under the Bishop. Bichard probably occu- 
pied the land and performed the military 
service due thereon. 

*> Wombridge Chartulary,2V<..8roc^ofi, 
No. liii Tested also by Sir Boger Spren- 
chose, Sir William de Huggeford, Sir 
Balph Sprenchose, Sir Thomas de Bus- 
sell (Bossall). 



** Farliamewtary Wirits, vol. iv, page 
621. 

^ Calendar of InquitiHone, voL i, page 
253. 

^ Blakeway's MSS., quoting Charters 
of Sir Edward Smy the, Bart. 

^ Charter at Haughton — tested by 
Baldwin de Hodnet, Hugh de Beckenburi, 
Henry le Strange, William de Baggesoure, 
William Bnssel, Bobert Cocus, Bobert de 
TriUewardin. 



SUTTON HADDOCK. 



103 



By another deed A. (Alan) Abbot of Lylleshull enfeoflfs Ralph 
de Sanford and his heirs in that half- virgate inBrockton which Alan 
Vangi held ; — to hold at an annual rent of 4s,^ 

I can trace nothing ftirther of this Lilleshall interest in Brockton 
except that some later deeds occasionally mention the Abbotts land 
as bounding other tenements. 



button ifflatitTDc]^. 



This Manor, though then unYnarked by the compound name, which 
was afterwards employed to distinguish it from other Buttons, is 
easily identified in Domesday, That Record tells us thus. — 

"The same Gerard holds Sudtone (of the Earl Roger). Earl 
Morcar held it. Here are are iiii hides geldable. There is 
(arable) land (sufiScient) for xii ox-teams. In demesne are ii 
teams and (there are) vi Serfs and xii villains and iiii boors with 
VII teams ; and a certain Knight has there i team and ii Serfs. 
In time of King Edward (the Manor) was worth xl shillings 
(annually). Its present value is the same.^^ ^ 

I think that Sudtone must have been originally so called with 
reference to its position in the Southern quarter of the great 
Saxon Parish of Iteshale (now Shiffnal). The two places had 
also been manorially associated from the earliest times. Together 
with Tong and Donington they had constituted an estate of the 
Earls of Mercia. 

When Edwin and Morcar, Brothers and joint Tenants of that 
Earldom, rebelled against King William in 1071, their outbreak, 
as is well known, ended in the death of the former, the captivity, 
or rather disappearance of the latter, «nd the distribution of Mercia 
as of a conquered province. Thus did Earl Roger de Montgomery 
enter Shropshire to rule and to possess. 



» Charter ibidem,— -teited by Walter 
de Huggeford, Hugh de Becchebur, Philip 
de Barwardsleg, Soger de Spepnhose 
(Sprenchose), Peter de Ejtun, Robert de 



Mukelestun. This deed passed between 
1216 and 1224. It had two Seals attached^ 
but both are gone. 



' DomeMday, fo. 259, a 1. 
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Among the followers and countrymen of the Norman Lord one 
Gerard de Tomai received a share of the spoil. He held at 
Domesday, and for at least a season afterwards^ eighteen Manors^ of 
which Sutton was the largest and most valuable. I ^an say little 
more of Gerard de Tomai^s career in Shropshire than that it ter« 
minated in a total and absolute forfeiture^ and, whereas such 
forfeiture must have been very nearly contemporary with the great 
western Rebellion of 1088, 1 do not see that we can help associating 
the two events.^ 

The disinherited Baron had one, or more than one daughter. 
She (if only one) was Sibil the wife of Hamo Peverel, whose 
influence in Shropshire, already great in time of Earl Hugh 
(1093-1098), will have originated in this marriage, and in 
the accompanying favour of that seigneural Lord, whether 
King or Earl, who dictated the re-disposal of Gerard's forfeited 
estates. 

The bare mention of this name of Peverel will suggest a throng 
of recollections to every one acquainted with the vicissitudes which 
befel this County during the first Century after the Norman 
Conquest. National Records, Monastic Chartularies, Chronicles 
and Legends, all speak of the Peverels ; but the pervading feature 
of every account or hint is, that something is kept back which 
either was not known or was not to be talked of. 

The only specific statement yet advancea, attributes the various 
branches of this house to a Saxon Ancestress, who, as we are told, 
was first the Concubine of Duke William of Normandy, and then 
the wife of Ranulph Peverel of Hatfield (Essex), and who, after 
being Mother (by the Duke) of William Peverel of Nottingham, 
subsequently gave lawful birth to all the other Peverels who figured 
in the time of Henry I.« 

This story, improbable in its simplest form,* and with the fewest 



s Salop Ghartolarj, ^o. 296. 

' ThiB aoGOUDt is adopted by Bngdale, 
and appears to have been originally 
vouched by Robert Glover, some-time 
Somerset Herald. Glover's reputation as 
a Herald is I believe stiU high, and in- 
dependently of that it may seem pre- 
sumptuous to question an authority which 
Dngdalc accepted. Nevertheless I cannot 
help doing so. 

* Its improbability arises in two ways. 
It is inconsistent with the general charac- 



ter of Duke WiUiam. Moreover, thia 
alleged Uaiton with a Saxon Lady of rank 
can have originated in no earlier circum- 
stance than the event of the Duke's visit 
to the Court of Edward the Confessor in 
1051. However, William Peverel of Not- 
tingham, whatever his parentage, must 
have been bom before that period, for he 
was old enough in 1068 to be entrusted 
with one of the most responsible offices in 
the kingdom, the custody of the Castle and 
Province from which he took his name. 
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adjuncte, has ftiriher been embodied with such a variety of 
impossible circumstaiices as to leave its *credibiKty in extremje 
jeopardy. 

Mystery there certainly is about the whole subject^ and the truth 
may very possibly be buried with some tale of courtly scandal, 
though not of the precise character hitherto pointed out. 

Leaving a curious, but perhaps hopeless investigation, we should 
here say that Domesday appears to make mention ofi;only two 
Peverels, viz. William (of Nottingham) and Eanulph (of Essex), and 
that the latter had a small territory in Shropshire held under the 
Norman Earl. 

This accident is, I believe, the fact which has mainly induced some 
Genealogists to conclude that Ranulf was Father of those Shrop- 
shire Peverels who attended the Court and enjoyed the favours of 
King Henry I. Such a conclusion wants all substantial foundation, 
and is directly subverted by one chief consideration, viz. that of the 
many Lordships enjoyed by Banulf Peverel in four Domesday 
Counties (Shropshire, Norfolk, Suffolk and Essex), not one can be 
proved to have descended to those other Peverels of whom I am 
now to speak.^ 

The latter family consisted of several brothers or half-^brothers, 
whose parentage is unknown, and whose very number is uncertain. 
If they were four, their names were Hamo, William, Pagan, and 
Robert, if they were only three, then Pagan and Robert constitute 
a single person described in different documents by different 



names/ 



^ Their estates lay in Shropshire, Not- 
tinghamshire, Derbyshire, Staffordshire, 
Yorkshire, Huntingdonshire, Cambridge- 
qhire, Bedfordahire, Linoohishire^ Kent^ 
and Northamptonshire, and they all came 
into conrt-fiivour before the death of 
Banolph Pererel whose only son and snc- 
oeseor seems to have been that William 
Peverel who was afterwards called of Essex 
or of London, to distinguish him from his 
Contemporaries William of Nottingham 
and W' illiam of Brun, or of Dover. 

* I shall have hereafter to recur to this 
subject of the Peverels. I should perhaps 
however state here how tliis doubt about 
Pagan and Robert arises. — 

Pagan Peverel had a great Fief in Cam- 
bridgeshire by grant of Henry I. He was 



Founder of BamweU Priory, and the 
Chartulai7 of that House printed in the 
Monasticon (vol. vi, p. 86) contains a 
document of very general truthfulness 
and which professes to give aooouni of 
his desoendants. It makes him Father of 
that William Peverel who died in Pales- 
tine, and of the four Coheiresses presently 
to be mentioned in the text. 

That he was succeeded in Cambridge- 
shire by the said William Peverel and 
then by the said Sisters, there oan be no 
question ; and the only doubt as to the 
BamweU Chronicler's accuracy arises from 
his giving a date for Pagan Peverel's death 
at least ten years too early. So much for 
Pagan Peverel as Father of William. 

In a charter of Thomey Abbey (printed 
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Hamo Peverel, as I have already said, acquired a great position 
in Shropshire before the death of Earl Hugh de Montgomerf, 
and therefore during the reign of William Bufus. His two Bro- 
thers, William and Pagan, do not occur to our notice till after the 
accession of Henry I. 

Hamo Peverel, with whom alone we are now concerned, acquired 
his succession to Gerard de Tomai under a title obviously ambi- 
guous from the very first. He married the heiress or co-heiress of an 
escheated Barony, but such a marriage could have brought nothing 
to Hamo Peverel except by special favour of the Suzerain or 
Suzerains under whom Gerard de Tomai had held. Hence arose, 
as I conceive, two distinct and afterwards conflicting principles as 
to this succession. Hamo Peverel, and his wife Sibil, spoke of 
and treated this Fief as their inheritance, but yet transmitted it in 
such a mode as is quite irreconcilable with any known principle of 
hereditary descent. 

With similar inconsistency Henry II once addressed the heirs of 
Hamo Peverel as if they were also heirs of Gerard de Tomai, and 
yet on all other occasions seems to have ignored and gradually to 
have abolished any such pretensions. He in short controlled the 
Fief of Gerard de Tomai as a simple escheat and as subject to 
every recurrent interference of himself as the immediate Seigneur. 

But to return to our proper subject, — Hamo Peverel, first con- 
spicuous in the Palatine Court of Earl Hugh de Montgomery, and 
afterwards enjoying the favour of King Henry I, undoubtedly held 
Sutton during the whole of that Monarch's reign. After Henry Fs 
death and during the short interval of his own survivorship Hamo 
Peverel made to Salop Abbey that grant of the ^^ fishery and passage 
of Sutton^' which has already been alluded to.^ 

In the year 1138, Hamo Peverel was dead, and two youths whom 
he had apparently destined as his heirs, while living, occur to our 
notice, partly as dealing jointly with his and Gerard de Tornai's 
estates, but more prominently as linked together in the cause of the 
daughter of Henry I.® 



in the Moncuticon yol. ii, 601, viii) 
this identical William Peverel (the Cru- 
sader) mentions his Father's Christian 
name as having been Robert. 

Dagdale has adopted both statements 
in different parts of his Baronage without 
adverting to their apparent inconsistency. 

' Supra, Vol. I, p. 44. 



^ It is hardlj possible to reconcile the 
anomalies which are again presented at 
this stage of the history of the Peverels. 
Though Hamo Peverel appointed William 
Peverel the younger and Walcheline Ma- 
minoht his heirs, we have not aliint as to 
his relationsliip with the latter. More- 
over Hamo Peverel had a daughter, and 
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The conduct of William Peverel of Dover and Walcheline 
Maminoht during the usurpation of Stephen associates their names 
with a great national struggle, rather than with their territorial 
interests in Shropshire. The former perished ia the Crusade of 
1147, leaving four sisters his Co-heirs. 

On the Accession of Henry II, Walcheline Maminoht was sur- 
viving, but neither he nor the four Sisters of William Peverel 
succeeded in establishing any joint and general claim on the fief of 
Gerard de Tomai. With Sutton in particular they had no fiirther 
concern, and we have henceforth to treat of this Manor in a new 
and changed relation. 

My supposition is, that during the reign of Henry I, and while 
the Peverels were actively serving that Monarch in Shropshire and 
the Marches, a policy was first adopted which had for its object the 
disintegration of the national unity of North Wales. English 
lands and English marriages were bestowed on any native Chief 
who might be open to such bribes and worth the bribing. Thus, 
I conceive, that is either by afiinity or interest, was Jorwerth Goch 
(the '^ Red Edward ^^ of Border traditions) first associated with the 
English cause and with the Peverels, for I can look upon his claims 
on 'the Fief of Gerard de Tomai only as having originated while 
Hamo Peverel was seized of that Hovumr. 

I understand him to have been a younger Son of Meredyth ap 
Blethyn zf Convyn, the last Prince who held the Kingdom of Old 



that daughter did not die issueless. So 
far from this daughter (Seburga) having 
been Hamo Peverers heir, she and her 
descendants were only Tenants of his col- 
lateral heirs, and so far from the same 
Seburga being heir of Sibil deTornai, that 
which she and her descendants thus held 
was no part of Tomai's Fief. Seburga 
therefore was not Hamo Peverel's daugh- 
ter by his wife Sibil nor by any other 
wife. She must in short have been ille- 
gitimate. 

As to Walcheline Maminoht he would 
appear to have been more nearly related 
to William Peverel of Dover, the elder, 
than to Hamo, — a thing very possible if, 
as I believe, the two latter were not 
Brothers of the whole blood. 

Nor is the statement to be passed in 
silence which says that this elder William 
Peverel of Dover married another Coheir 



of Gerard de Tomai. Such a supposition 
appears at first to offer an elucidation, but 
still we find this William and Hamo dying 
without lawful issue themselves and trans- 
mitting estates not to any alleged heirs of 
their respective wives but to their own 
collateral heirs. If such disposal were by 
permission or under direction of the Grown 
we may indeed thus account for the here- 
ditary principle having been afterwards 
set aside by the same authority. 

Thus by a series of hypotheses we esta- 
blish something of a consistent theory, 
but I have little faith in theories thus 
established. I have often found a single 
guess in similar subject-matter to prove 
erroneous. I have here hazarded two or 
three. My hope is that this statement of 
uncertainties may bring to light some 
document available for a future and neces- 
sary recurrence of the question. 
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Powis in its integrity. On Meredyth'a death, 1188, Madoc and 
Gruffyth, his two elder sons, became respectively Princes of Lower 
and Higher Powis. Jorwerth, his younger Son, had Mochnant is 
Rayader, bat rather as a dependency of his Brother Madoc's Fief 
than as a distinct Principality, Madoc was a firm ally of King 
Henry II, who had not been three years on the throne when 
Gerverd Coch (as he is written on the Pipe-Boll) appears to have 
made and sustftined a legal claim to a great part of the escheated 
Honour of Grerard de Tornai. — 

William Fitz Alan, then Sheriff of Shropshire, rendered acoonnt 
at Michaelmas 1157, of a sum of £7, 6«. 4^., being the current 
years /(*n» of the land of Gerard de Tornai. Of this sum he had 
paid £3. 6«. into the King's Treasury ; the balance £4. Os, Sd. he 
had handed over to Gerverd Coch by (order or award of) the Chan- 
cellor and the Earl of Leicester. At the same time he charges 
£2. 78, for livery of the King's Archers in the Army, and by order 
of the King had made presents of £S. lOs. to Maddoch and £2. to 
Gervase (Gervetto). 

These entries on the Shropshire Pipe-Roll will become very in- 
telligible when collated with contemporary Chronicles. — 

I assume that the order by the Chancellor (Becket) and the Earl 
of Leicester (then Chief Justice of England) implies a previous 
judicial decision, for had the gift to Gervase Goch been merely one 
of Grace it would have been authorised by writ of the King him- 
self. However, it is probable that the claims of Gervase on Gerard 
de Tornai's Fief were acknowledged not simply on account of their 
justice but from ulterior political motives. It was in the summer 
of the year 1157, that Henry II undertook his first expedition against 
North Wales. Madoc, Prince of Powis, commanded the fleet which 
was destined to co-operate with the King's Army along the 
Northern coast of the Country, and the Welsh Chronicler tells us 
incidentally that in this same year ^' Jorwerth Goch ap Meredith 
got the Castle of Yale and burnt it." ^ We may hence infer the 
causes which placed Madoc and Gervase (his Brother) on the Shrop- 
shire Pipe Boll. 



• Powell, auh anno. Yale was part of 
the territory of Madoc, Henry's Ally j but 
the Castle here alluded to was, as we 
happeu to know by accident, built by 
Owen Gwyneth in 1149 j and Owen 
Gwyneth, Prince of North Wales, being 



I suppose still in possession was, in 1157, 
the object of the King's hostility. This 
undesigned agreement of scattered facts 
does much to establish the yeracity of the 
Welsh Chronicler from whom Dr. Powell 
took hia statements. 
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The lands which Gervase Goch acquired in Tornai's Fief seem to 
have been in Sutton, Brockton, and EUardine. What he had in 
Sutton was however not quite identical with the Domesday Manor, 
a circumstance which has already been accounted for. He further 
received the Manor of Rowton (near High Ercall) from Henry II, 
which had not been Gerard de Tornai's at Domesday, though pos- 
sibly Hamo Peverel had since held it. 

These lands became of course a Tenure in capite, f nd the service 
by which the Tenant was to hold them is not the least remarkable 
among the Serjeantries of that period. '' The Lord of Sutton, &c. 
was to be the King's Interpreter (Latimarius) between England 
and Wales." ^° The further history of Gervase Goch and his suc- 
cessors will afford some curious indications of their performing 
this and cognate services. 

In 1160, the Sheriff of Shropshire charges his account with 
several items of expense which he had incurred in the fortification 
of Border Castles and in subsidizing the native Chieftains of Wales. 
Amongst others he had paid to '^ Gerverd Cok'' a sum of 10^. 

King Henry's Welsh campaign of 1165 was a failure, which the 
pressui*e of his affairs elsewhere allowed him no personal opportunity 
of retrieving. The conquest of Wales, though a favorite project, 
might, as he deemed, be accomplished by trusty agents and a 
specific policy. This policy, at times actively and openly aggressive, 
was much more uniformly characterized by its elements of watchful 
intrigue or lavish bribery. In the Autumn of 1166, the King being 
then in Normandy, two of his most able Lieutenants, Geoffrey de 
Mandeville, Earl of Essex, and Richard de Luci, were at Chester. 
Their object was hostile to Wales, but nothing more definite has 
transpired than that the Earl was seized with sudden sickness and 
died. In that same year two Welsh Princes had united in an 
attack on one who was their fellow-countryman and relation, but 
whose connection with the English King was the probable cause of 
their animosity. "Jorwerth Goch,*' says the Chronicler, was 
^'spoiled of his lands in Powys, by Owen Cyvelioc, the son of 
Gruffyth ap Meredyth, Lord of Powys, and by Owen Vachan, second 



^ The word LaUmariu9 (whence the 
proper-name " Latimer") was first applied 
to one who understood Latin. Then it 
came to signify one who had acquired a 
knowledge of any other than his natiye 
language. So the modem application of I ffistory of Ludlow^ p. 64, note.) 

II. 15 



the word Bomance to any imaginary tale, 
is a result of the poetical narratives or 
Minstrelsy of a former age having chanced 
to be embodied in a base Latin Dialect 
called the lAngua Bomana. (See Wriglit*s 
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Sonne to Madoc ap Meredyth : which lands they divided betwixt 
them^ so that Owen Cyvelioc had M ochnant above Rayader^ and 
Owen Vachan M ochnant beneath Rayader."^^ 

The accompanying genealogy will show the relationship of these 
parties. The two Princes were G^rvase's Nephews^ sons of his elder 
Brethren^ the Coparcners of Powis-land. 

The Shropshire Pipe-Boll of this year supplies a further item of 
the King's deglings with his Latimarius. Earl Geoffrey and Richard 
de Lucy had ordered the Sheriff to porchase for the King's ose 
fifteen horses from the stud of Gerverd Chok. The cost 
(£14. 16«. 8tf.) had been paid to the said Gervase^ and the horses 
had been sent^ I suppose over sea^ to the King ; for Roger Mussun 
(of whom we shall hear again) had received 209. for taking them 
somewhither. 

At Michaelmas 1167^ Gtervase's Manor of Sutton (Sutton Ger- 
verdi Cok) had been amerced one merk by the Justiciar of the 
Forest^ but before the following Michaelmas the King^ still beyond 
sea, had transmitted his Writ^ ordering the debt to be cancelled in 
favour of Gervase himself. 

At the latter period (Michaelmas 1168), William de Beau- 
champ, Sheriff of Worcestershire, obeying an order of Richard de 
Lucy, had delivered forty horse-loads of com to " Yerverd Coch,*' 
wherewith to victual the Castle of Chirk. 

At this precise period Gervase Goch was taken still more openly 
and completely into the King of England's service. In respect of 
his past sacrifices, or in prospect of his future usefulness, the 
enormous salary of £91. per annum was appointed for his main- 
tenance;^' and this he regularly received for the years ending 
Michaelmas 1169 and Michaelmas 1170, and for forty-seven weeks 
of the year ending Michaelmas 1171. 

The cause of his salary being discontinued does not appear, but 
at this period a pacification was effected between the King of 
England and Rese Prince of South Wales ; — and three years later 



<^ Powell, p. 163, tmb anno 1166. 

u This salary was 6«.jp0rd»9m,t.0.8iztj 
times as much as the pay of a common 
soldier. It may be computed as equal to 
about £4500 of modem curreuoy. At 
Michaelmas 1170, William the Clerk of 
QeoSerj de Yere, aooounting for his de- 
ceased Employer as Fennor of "The 



Honor of the Constable^*' charges 40«. 
for forty horse-loads of com given to 
GerTard Ck>ch and Soger de Powis. (Hot, 
Pip. 16 Hen. IT.) 

The Pipe-BoUs also supply those other 
statements in the text of which I hare not 
giyen specific authority. 
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David, Prince of North Wales, became not only the Ally, but the 
Brother-in-law of Henry II. 

Possibly however, the death of Gervase Goch rather than the 
cessation of his diplomatic functions, was the cause of his disappear- 
ance at this crisis. I hear nothing further of him, and find little 
more than the name of his eldest son and successor at Sutton. — 

About the year 1 186-7, this Madoc, calling himself sou of O^rvase 
Ghoc, granted to Wombridge Priory the Advowson of his Church 
of Sutton as far it belonged to him.^^ He willed also that his body, 
wherever he might chance to die, might be buried at that Monastery ; 
and he promised an annual payment of 2s. during his life in main- 
tenance of the Fraternity of Saint Leonard, his Patron.^* 

In 1187, this County was visited by the Justices of the Forest. 
Among amercements imposed by them, one of two merks for some 
default is entered against Madoch, son of Jetun de Sutton; and this 
debt, though it remained on the Bolls of eight consecutive years, 
does not appear to have been ever liquidated.^*^ 

Before the year ll94, Madoc, son of Gervase Goch, will have 
deceased without issue, leaving his Brother Griffith his heir. In 
or shortly before that year, the latter, calling himself Griffin, son of 
Gervase Goch, confirms the Charter which his Brother Madoc had 
given to Wombridge Priory " about the Church of Sutton." For his 
part, he granted to the same house an annuity of 12d., to be 
chai^eable on land held by Fulco the Clerk. He also ^^ would 
wish by all means to be buried at Wombridge with his aforesaid 
Brethren the Canons, if he should happen to die in England."^^ 



" Alluding apparently to a oontempo- 
rarj grant by King Henry II, which treats 
the Adrowson as the exclusive right of 
the Crown. (Wombridge Chartulory, Tit, 
Brocton^ No. Ixxxxvij.) 

^^ ** Ad firatemitatem Domini mei Sancti 
Leonardi manu-tenendam." Wombridge 
Priory was dedicated to St. Leonard. 
The witnesses of this Charter are, Richard, 
Archdeacon of Salop; Master Robert, 
Dean of the same; Master Walter de 
Dunstanyille, Clerk; Robert Dean of 
Dreiton, William de Ercalew; Bernard, 
Nicholas, and William, Priests of Ruton, 
Albriton, and Dalilea (Dawley) ( Pagan de 
Hadley with • • • and Richard his 
nephews, Peter de Helton (Eyton), and 
Radulf de Horliton (Orleton), and Master 



Richard of Ydeshall (Idsall). (Wom- 
bridge Chartulary, TU. JBrocto», No. 
Ixxxv.) 

u Eot. Pip. 33 Hen. H to 6 Rio. I, 
Salop. 

w Wombridge Chartulary, Ibidem, No. 
Ixxxvi. The witnesses are, Walter de 
Dunstanyille and his Knights ; Peter 
Fitz Thoret and his Sons, Philip and 
Bartholomew; Reginald de Davull and 
Faremus (Pharamua) de Traoi; William 
de Hadley and Hamo his Brother ; Greof- 
firey Russel; William de Beggesour; 
Henry RuJJ\tt de Wrocwaiynis Wurgena, 
Cadugane (both Welsh names) ; and Helias 
(probably Helias Cocas, of wliom here- 
after). The first witness died about 
Michaelmas 1194^ and the Grantor can 
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Soon after the return of King Richard from captivity (March 
1194)^ Griffin, son of Jereverth, appears on the Pipe-Roll as fining 
for his lands, — in succession, as I presume, to his Brother. The 
sum of 40 merks was thus paid by him in 1195 and 1196. 

In the former year died Ralph ,le Strange, Baron of Enockyn, 
Alveley, and Weston, in the prime of his life, and leaving a fair 
inheritance to be divided amongst three Sisters, his Coheirs. 

One of these, Matilda, became before Michaelmas 1196, the wife 
of Griffin de Sutton, who then appears, with the husbands of the 
other Coheiresses, as fining 200 merks for seizin of the said lands.^^ 

A fine of this amount indicates a succession to no mean estate, 
and Griffin de Sutton's influence in Shropshire was proportionably 
extended. Some litigation, in which the Coparcners of Ralph le 
Strange's Barony came to be involved, shall be reserved till we 
reach the localities concerned. Here we should briefly mention 
that the three Coheiresses concurred with their husbands in sur- 
rendering Knockyn to their Cousin, John le Strange of Nesse and 
Cheswardine, who claimed it as his right. Some equivalent was 
however given in each case. Thus Griffin, son of Gervase Gohk, 
and Matilda his wife, obtained John le Strange's feofi^ment in the 
whole vills ,of Dovaneston (Dovaston), and of Eineverdeston 
(Kinaston), in lieu of their third of Knockyn.^® 

In Easter Term 1200, Griffin, son of Selverd Coc (as his name is 
written), happened to be under summons to appear in the Law- 
courts at Westminster. The suit then pending had nothing to do 
with Sutton, but the reason of his non-appearance is curiously illus- 
trative of the tenure by which he held that Manor. A King's writ 
had been handed into Court which vouched that Griffin could not 
attend there on the proper day '^ by reason of his service.^'^^ 



not haye eucceeded to Sutton long before. 
These two (acts give the date of the 
Deed. 

V Mot. Ftp. 8 Rich. I, Salop. 

^ Unesy 9 Bich. I, Salop. The general 
account is that the Shropshire Kynastons 
are descended from Griffin, son of Gtervase 
6h>ch, and took name from the rery vill 
of Kinaston which he thus acquired. All 
this is, I believe, perfectly true, but the 
details which have hitherto accompanied 
this statement are so inaccurate as to run 
the risk of bringing discredit upon the 
whole story. John le Strange's original 
grant of Kinaston and Doyaston expressly 



limits the succession to the heirs of Griffin, 
by his wife Matilda, with remainder (in 
default of such heirs) to the Ghrantor and 
his heirs. 

The Heralds and Genealogists howeyer 
giye us a Pedigree of Kynaston in which 
no mention whateyer is made of Matilda, 
wife of Griffin. They assign to Griffin 
another wife, it is true, and issue by the 
same. It is howeyer clear that even if 
he was twice married, he had issue only 
by one wife, yiz. MatUda le Strange, and 
that, through her, he and his descendants 
became possessed of Kinaston. 

w Sot. CurinB Seffit, ii, 185. 
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Griffin de Sutton waa rateable to Aids and SaUagesia respect of 
his wife's inheritance, his own tenure by Seijeantry not being 
ordinarily liable to those imposts. It may be doubted however 
whether, for some of the Scutages of King John, he was not 
assessed on both accounts. On the fourth Scuiage, for instance, 
which was levied in the year 1203, at the rate of 2 merks on each 
Knight's-Fee, Griffin, son of Yerverd, is charged £5. {7i merks) 
on his Seijeantry. In the year 1204, King John's fifth Scutage 
was assessed at the rate of 2\ merks. Here again Griffin de Sutton 
was chaged £5. in respect of a Enighfs Fee, whilst his share of Le 
Strange's inheritance can at no time have exceeded half-a-fee. 

In 1205, Griffin Gt)ch fined, or made composition in respect of 
King John's sixth Scutage; and in 1206, when the seventh Scutage 
was levied at the rate of £1. (1^ merks) per Fee, Griffin Goch paid 
4 merks thereon.^ I do not find him or his Son assessed to 
more than one subsequent Scutage, in respect of their tenure at 
Sutton. 

A return of the year 1211 gives the first formal statement as to 
Griffin de Sutton's Serjeantry. He holds, says the Record,, Ruelton 
(Bowton), Ellewr'thin (EUerdine), Sutton, and Brocton, of the gift 
of King Henry II, by Service of being Latimarius between England 
and Wales.^^ 

On January 24, 1221, the King certifies the Sheriff of Salop that 
Maddoc, son and heir of Grifiin de Suttun, deceased, has done 
homage and fealty. The Sheriff is to take security from said Maddoc 
for 100«., his relief for one Ejiighfs Fee which he holds in capite 
in Suttun, and give him full and immediate seizin thereof.^' 

Griffin de Sutton, thus dying, left his widow Matilda surviving, 
and other issue besides Madoc. His sons Griffin and Hod are 
however the only ones of his younger children whom we need 
mention here. 

Something should be said of the successive grants of Griffin de 
Sutton to Wombridge Priory. His confirmation of 1194 has 
already been cited. Within ten years of that time, calling himself 
Griffin, son of Jareford Gt>ch, he grants to the same Canons, for the 



» Sot, Pip. 5, 6, 7 & 8 John, Salop. 
The feudal Tenants of the Crown in King 
John*B reign do not appear to have had 
the option of ezcosing their personal ser- 
vice by a money payment aooording to the 
rate of the current Scutage, They had 



specially to compound for non-attend- 
anoe. Hence the high rates per fee at 
which we find many of them to have been 
assessed. 

» Tetta de NeviU, p. 66. 

" Bot. Fin, 6 Hen. Ill, memb. 8. 
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souls' health of himself, of M. le Strange his wife, and of his heirs 
and ancestors, all his land and wood of Berdelei in his Manor of 
Sutton, with all the vestures and appurtenances thereof, and free 
liberty to make assart therein or otherwise dispose thereof to their 
advantage.^ He certifies that the Canons, having regard to his 
affection for their house, and in acknowledgment of the favour 
which he had shown them, had given him a dapple (ferrandum) 
Destrier and a black Palfrey.^ 

By another and, as I think, later deed, he grants to the Priory 
a rent of twenty-four cocks and hens which Thomas paid him for 
an assart in Sutton. ^^ 

By a still later deed, he grants to the Priory the Curtilage in 
Sutton which Sibil and Emma, daughters of Fulcoius (Fulco the 
Clerk of his former Charter), held, and of which he had already 
given 12d. rent to the Canons. He also gives 12d. rent (chai^eable 
on the land of Robert Cocus in Brocton) in exchange for that 
assart on the hill of Severn which had been Thomas Pistor's, and 
lErom which the Canons were already in receipt of a rent of twenty- 
four cocks and hens.^ 

Another deed of this GrifSn shall be cited when I come to speak 
of the many Feofibients or alienations which he made in his 
tenure. 

His Widow, Matilda le Strange, survived him twenty-two years. 

At the Assizesof November 1221,the Jurorsof Brimstree Hundred 
reported her to be in the King's gift and not as yet bestowed in mar- 
riage. Her land of inheritance in that Hundred (viz. at Alveley) 
wasworth £4i,per annum; her dower (which must have been in Sutton 



" This is the grant described in an 
Inqa^ of 1261 as an ** alienation of six 
acres of wood worth 2f . per armum by 
Griffin de Sutton to the Prior of Worn- 
bridge." {Teitad9NevUl,io.2n4^) 

^ Wombridge Chaitnlary, TO. Broetan 
ei Suttone Madohe, No. Ixxxvij.— Wit- 
nesses : Hogh and Richard Chaplains of 
Sutton, Walter de DunstanviUe Parson 
of the Church of Ydeshal, Warm de 
Bnrwardesleg, Philip de Linleg, Richard 
de Ruiton, Robert de Sutton, Roger Cor- 
bet, William de Hedleg, Bartholomew 
Fitz Peter, and Walter his Brother, Walter 
de GK>demone8ton (probably Dodemones- 
ton), Philip deTdeshalljHdiyas Cocus, &c. 



" Ibidem, No.lxzzir. — ^Witnesses: Hugh 
Chaplain of Brocton, and Richard his 
Brother (probably identical with the two 
first witnesses of the last deed) ; Robert 
de Sutton; Nicholas the Chaplain, his 
Brother ; John Chaplain • • • • • 
Hugh de Bekebur, Walter de Hugefort, 
GeoflfVey Griffin. 

" Ibidem, No. xxxy. — ^Witnesses: Hugh 
de Bekkebur, Walter de Stirchleg, Ralph 
de Sontford, Henry Le Strange, William 
RosseL This deed inyolres some un- 
intelligible condition, a part of which 
mentions the Prior presenting the 
Grantor with a textofy of wine at Wom- 
bridge. 
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and Brockton) was worth £2. The Bradford Jurors reported her 
lands in their Hundred to be worth iJlO. per annum.^ This must 
have included her share of Weston-under-Red-Castle and probably 
her dower in Rowton and EUardine. I do not find any account x>f her 
second marriage. She died shortly before May 4, 1242, when the 
King received the homage of Maddok de Sutton, son and heir of 
Matilda le Strange, for all lands which she had held in capita in 
Alvithele and Weston. The relief payable by Maddok was to be 
three merks.^ 

Some previous circumstances in the life of this Madoc require 
notice. It was from him 1 imagine, rather than his Uncle, that this 
Manor of Sutton acquired its distinctive name of Sutton Maddock. 
He was possessed of it more than forty years, and if his importance 
may be measured by the frequent mention of his name he was a 
chief among the Knightly personages who constituted the Court of 
the Countv. 

Soon after his succession, Madoc, son of Griffin, and Duce his wife 
are found suing Irabert, Prior of Wenlock,for disseizing them of their 
free tenement in Dallyle (probably Dawley) . The case was heard 
by the King himself when, in August 1226, he visited Shrewsbury. 
The Prior was found to have disseized the Plaintifis of a quarter-of- 
an-acre of moor-lan^.^^ — 

The litigation did not end here. In Michaelmas Term 1228, 
the Prior of Wenlock was prosecuting a suit at Westminster 
against Maddoch, son of Griffin, and Cecilia his wife. Tenants of 
12 acres of wood in Sutton and 6 acres of land in Daghele. But 
the King had issued mandate to his Justices in banco, that the case 
should be postponed till Madoc shoiild be released from prison, he 
having been arrested by Lewellyn, Prince of North Wales.^^ This 
suit was still on foot in Easter Term 1229, when Cecilia names 
her husband (now I suppose at large) as her Attorney therein, re- 
moving at the same time Wymanus de Karleton her former 
Attorney .^^ I find not how it ended, but it has already supplied us 



^ Salop Assizes, 6 Hen. Ill, memb. 8. 

» Mot Hn. 26 Hen. Ill, memb. 3. 

^ PlaeUa coram Eege^ 10 Hen. HI, 
memb. 4. 

^ Flacita apud Westm. Michnelmas 
Term, 12 Hen. Ill, memb. 1. 

» Ibidem, Easter Term, 13 Hen. Ill, 
memb. 1, 2. I wish to mark for a future 
object this apparent instance of the same 
Lady being described under two Christian- 



names. The names Dulcia (abbreviated 
" Duce**) and Cecilia have no meaning in 
common. They were not therefore con- 
rertible, as some names were, in respect 
of their signification. I have met with 
many a genealogical problem, which can- 
not be solved on any other hypothesis 
than this, viz. that females were occa- 
sionally known by two distinct Christian- 
names. 
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with an interesting illustration as to the treatment which the 
King's Latimarius might suffer in discharge of his office. 

In Michaelmas Term 1242, Madoc de Sutton appe9,rs with twenty- 
two others as impleaded in the Courts at Westminster by John de la 
Lawe for robbery and breach of the King's Peace. The Defendants 
had repeatedly failed to appear, so the Sheriflf was ordered to have 
them bodily in Court on the Octaves of St. Martin.^* 

On that day (Nov. 18), the Sheriflf had done nothing. He was 
ordered to distrain them to appear in Hilary Term following.^ 
Ere that time the matter was compounded, and Madok de Sutton 
acknowledged, in Court, that he owed 10 merks to John de la 
Lawe " for a fine in a certain appeal." ^ 

At Michaelmas 1247, Madoc de Sutton had been amerced one 
merk for some default.*^ This perhaps arose thus, — 

In 1248, certain persons, who had been assessable to the auanlium 
levied in 1235 and 1236 for the marriage of Isabella the King's 
Sister, and had escaped payment, appear to have been put in charge 
as Defaulters. Among them Madoc de Sutton pays 2 merks, the 
sum chargeable on a Knight's Fee.*^ 

In 1250, when Geoflfrey de Langley assessed various persons in 
this County for lands which they had assarted without license, 
Madoc de Sutton was put in charge for some land thus reclaimed 
in Sutton.*^ 

Madoc de Sutton was returned in 1 253-4, as one of eleven per- 
sons in the Counties of Salop and StaflTord, who being of less than 
Baronial degree were yet possessed of lands to the extent of £20. 
annual value.*® 

In ] 256, Madoc de Sutton formed the design of alienating his 
interest at Sutton and Brockton to Wombridge Priory. His in- 



» PlaeUa apud WeHm, 26 Hen. Ill, 
memb. 11. Among the Defendants were, 
Boger Bu:»8el, Henry le Strange, Thelrio 
the Provofit, Richard de la Broke, Henrj 
Fits Ayice, and other names connected 
with Satton, Brockton, Bridgnorth, and 
its neighbourhood. 

" Ibidem, memb. 29 dorso. Thebio 
the Provost is here written Terricus. 
We have, I think, met with him before 
as Terricus Fitz Beginald Provost of 
Brug. (Supra, Vol. I, p. 314). 

"« Ibidem, 27 Hen. Ill, Hilary Term, 
memb. 11 dorso. Madoo's Sureties for 

II. 



payment were Odo de Hodenet and Lucas 
de Torpell. 

» Rot. Pip, 81 Hen. Ill, Salop. On 
the same Boll Madoc son of Griffin stands 
excused a sum of ten merks which had 
been lent him by the King. Unless he 
were identical with Madoc de Sutton I 
am at a loss to say who he was. 

« Mot. Pip. 32 Hen. Ill, Salop. 

^ Rot Pip, 38 Hen. Ill, Salop, when 
three years of rent are charged. 

" Dukes* IfUroduction, p. vii, where 
however the return is dated by mistake 
27 Hen. Ill (1242-3). 

16 
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ducement I imagine to have been a pecuniary oonsideration rather 
than a religious impulse. The Crown however interfered, threaten- 
ing forfeiture of the whole if Madoc did more than grant a lease 
thereof to the Priory for a term of three years.^' This alternative 
seems to have been adopted, for on August 7, the King being at 
Worcester, ratifies by Letters Patent the Concession which Madoc 
had made of the Manor of Sutton with the rents and escheats of 
Brocton and Hedinton (Harrington), — to hold to the Prior and 
Convent of Wombrig for three years. ° 

I doubt not that at the expiration of this term,' Madoc was 
repossessed of the Manor, for I not only find Sir Madoc de Sutton 
standing as first witness to a charter of Wombridge which passed 
about Easter 1261,*^ but in February 1262, he appears on a list of 
the Regarders of the Forests of Wombridge, Mount Gilbert, 
and Haughmond. Moreover he eventually succeeded in alienat- 
ing this Manor as well as Bowton and Ellardine to John le 
Strange, third Baron of Nesse and Cheswardine, who died early 
in 1269. 

This sale, as I suppose it to have been, was clearly with sanc- 
tion of the Crown, but the tenure by which Sutton was held was 
altered. The Lord thereof was no longer the King's Latimarius, 
though at first his office was of a cognate kind. Of this however 
presently, for we have not yet done with Sir Madoc de Sutton. 
He seems to have left nothing of his possessions in East Shrop- 
shire to his heirs or to his issue, if we except his share of 
Alveley, which he gave in firank marriage to his daughter Isabel, 
wife of Henry de Morf. His end is a mystery. At the time 
when he sold Sutton he must have been an old man, and it was 
a period when the conflicts between the English and Welsh were 
incessant. — 

Something more definite may perhaps be found regarding him 
and his succession when we come to investigate the history of the 
Border. I will enumerate here some charters which passed in his 
name whilst Lord of Sutton, — 

As Madoc son of Griffin de Sutton he enfeoffs Radulph de San- 
ford in an acre of land in the fields of Brocton, viz. that which 
Henry le Strange held in the Hemme. He also releases to said 
Radulf all right in the Moor of Kerswalle. Badulf at the same time 



» Itot. Pat, 40 Hen. IH. 
** Ibidem, 9uh die. 



<i Wombridge ChArtulary, TU. Upinton, 
No. clxxv. 
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concedes to Madoc a power to enclose part of said Madoc's wood 
of Sutthon Haye.^ 

As Madoc de Sutton he grants to Simon de London^ Clerk^ all 
his right in^ together with a rent of 28. issuing from^ a yirgate in 
Brocton, formerly held by Elyas Cocus.^ 

But this grant will have been surrendered by the Grantee^ for^ by 
a later deed, — 

Madoc Lord of Sutton grants the 2s. rent, which Elyas Cocus 
used to pay on a virgate, to Wombridge Priory.** 

Madoc Lord of Sutton grants to the same Priory 2s, which 
Adam Atte Tuneshende (Townsend) used to pay him for a virgate 
in the vill of Brocton.*^ 

He also confirms to the same, several grants of Madoc and 
GnflSn sons of Gervase Goch, before recited, as well as the grant of 
William Cocus hereafter to be particularized.** 

He confirms the grant of Berdelay-wood made by Gri£Sn son of 
Yareford Goch to the same Priory.*^ 

He moreover grants to the same his Mill of Sutton, with suit of 
his men in the whole Manor of Sutton, and license to take timber, 
under view of the Forester, throughout his wood of Sutton^ and to 
dig turf for repairs of the said Mill.*^ 

As Sir Madoc de Sutton he grants to John, Clerk of Brocton, 
common right in his wood for 20 hogs and a boar, without 
pannage (payment per head), John paying half-a-merk down, and 
an annual rent of ^d.^ 



^ Charter at Haugbton HalL— Wit- 
nesses : Sir Walter de Hugheford, Thomas 
Corbet,Kichard WalensiSyHenry le Strange, 
Bobert de Trilleworthin, William de Bag- 
gesour, Heljas Cocus, William FitzSeman. 
The deed passed between 1225 and 1235. 
The Seal, of white wax, is broken, but the 
accompanying lithograph re-unites the 
fragments. 

^ Wombridge Chartulary, TU. Brocton 
and Suttone Madoke, No. xxTij. — Wit- 
nesses : Peter de Keuton, William de Er- 
calew, Thomas de Constentin, Knights, 
Master Thomas de Codshall. 

♦• Ibidem, No. Ixxxj. — ^Witnesses : Sir 
Walter de Dunestanvill, Sir Walter de 
Huggeford, Walter de Kembricton, Philip 
de Pres, Philip de Beckebur, John de 
Buton, Ralph Brocton (read " Britton ") 
Clerk. 



*• Ibidem, No. Ixxx. — Witnesses: Sir 
Walter de Dunstanvill, Walter de Hugge- 
ford, Odo de Hodenet, Roger Corbet, 
Sjmon de London, Roger de Pyweston 
(Pivelesdon), Walter de Kcmbriugton, 
Herbert de YdeshaU. This deed passed 
between 1247 and 1256. 

^ Ibidem, No. Ixxxiij. — Witnesses : Sir 
Walter de Dunstapvill, Sir Walter de 
Huggeford, Walter de Kembriton, Philip 
de Pres, Philip de Bekebur, John de 
Ruton, Ralph Britton Clerk. 

*^ Ibidem, No. Ixxxvijj. — Same witnesses 
excluding the last. 

^ Ibidem, No. Ixxxx. — Same witnesses 
adding Ralph de Ruton (Britton) Clerk. 

*^ Ibidem. No. xiij. — Witnesses : Sir 
Nicholas Vicar of Sutton, Ito de Brocton, 
Roger Bege (i. e. Begesour), Thomas de 
Brocton. 
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As Lord of Sutton, he grants to Wombridge Priory a plot of land 
adjoining on the south to the cemetery of the Church of St. Mary 
in the vill of Sutton.^ 

As Madoc, son of Grifl^ de Sutton, he granted to the same 
Priory a rent of 4*. receivable on a half-virgate in the Heamme, 
and a rent of 6rf. receivable on the Meadow of Bwbemere." 

I have already intimated that between the years 1262 and 1269, 
Madoc Fitz Griffin sold his Manors of Sutton, EUardine, and 
Rowton, to John le Strange (iii) of Nesse and Cheswardine. I find 
it positively stated with regard to EUardine and Bowton, that John 
le Strange enfeoffed his eldest son and heir therein, and that the 
latter granted both to Robert his younger Brother.^* 

Something of the same kind evidently happened in regard to 
Sutton, for at the Assizes of September 1272, the Brimstree Jurors, 
reporting the Serjeantries in their Hundred, certify that '^ Robert 
le Strange holds the Manor of Sutton by serjeantry of conducting 
the King in Wales in time of war/'^^ 

This Robert le Strange, as I have already said under Willey, was 
one of the Crusaders then absent from England. Though he lived 
to return, it would appear that before his departure he had taken 
the precaution of granting Sutton to Fulk the second of his then 
infant Sons. Upon Robert le Strangers death (about August 1276), 
Sir Bogo de Knovile, then Sheriff of Shropshire, seized Sutton into 
the King's hand. This step, the result of Fulk le Strangers 
minority, was called in question, and an Inquest was ordered to 
ascertain and report all particulars to the King. The Jurors, headed 
by the Sheriff and the King's Escheator, sat at Shrewsbury on 
September 25, 1276. They reported the above particulars, and that 
the Manor of Sutton was of the annual value of £12. 7$. d^d,^ 



*° Ibidem, No. Ixxxij. — Witnesses: 
Oliver de Stocton, Philip de Pres, John de 
Buton, John de GrenhuU, Yvo deBrocton, 
Thomas de Brocton. 

•^ Monasiicon, vi, p. 390. This grant, 
though included in Edward IPs Inspex' 
imu9y is not in the Chartolary. 

" Flacita Corona^ 20 Edw. I, Salop, 
memb. 16 dorso. 

A Wombridge deed which passed, I 
think, between 1260 and 1270 is attested 
by John Lord of Sutton, whom I take to 
be John le Strange the younger. (Char- 
tulary, Tit. Brocton, No. xixvj.) 



^ Placita CoroiuB, 5S Hen. Ill, m. 28. 

w Inquisitions, 4 Edw. I, No. 37. 
Bogo de Knovile afterwards married 
Alianora the widow of Robert le Strange. 
In her right he was seized in 1292 of £6. 
annual rent in Sutton, being her dower 
out of the estate of her first husband and 
"the inheritance of Fulk le Strange." 
Bogo was questioned at the Assizes for 
his authority in contracting this mar- 
riage. He called "the Record" (the 
Patent or Close Roll containing the King's 
license) " to warranty." Placita Corona, 
20 Edw. I, memb. 22. 
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We know how this investigation resulted. — Folk le Strange con- 
tinued a ward of the Crown^ and Sutton an Escheat till 1289^ for 
at the Assizes of 1292^ the Jurors of Briinstree Hundred reported 
as follows. — " Fulco le Strange holds Sutton, which is worth £10, 
by Serjeantry, viz. by finding four foot-soldiers to the ward of 
Montgomery for fifteen days at his own cost, and he owes suit to 
the Hundred every three weeks.^' And Fulk (being summoned 
into Court to give account of his due discharge of these services) 
came forward and said that the Manor had been in the King's cus- 
tody till three years since, when the King restored it to him, and 
that he did the said suit (which the Sheriff certified), and acknow- 
ledged the said (obligation to do) ward.^^ 

About the time, when this Fulk le Strange obtained livery of 
Sutton by reason of his majority, he also became the heir of his 
elder Brother, John le Strange of Whitchurch, who, dying without 
issue at the early age of twenty-three, left a considerable inheritance 
to this his Successor. Thus, and by formal writ of Parliamentary 
Summons, did Fulk le Strange become first Baron of the House of 
Blackmere, the originator of that noble succession, which, after 
twice merging in lines greater than itself, is now no longer repre- 
sented by a Talbot or a Howard, but is in abeyance between the 
heirs-general of those illustrious races.^^ 

We have now only to notice the sequel of Fulk le Strangers con- 
nexion with Sutton. 

About the year 1291, calling himself Lord of Sutton Madoc, he 
confirmed to Wombridge Priory all its acquisitions in that Manor, 
particularly some, which the Canons appear to have recently made 
under grants of John de Brocton, Clerk, and B/Oger, son of Nicholas 



** JPlacita CorofUB, 2DEdw.I, memb. 23. 
The Inquest of 12S4, called '' Kirby's 
Qitest." 80 misrepreBents the status of 
this Manor as to be hardly worth quoting 
except to show that implicit reliance on 
that Kecord would be misplaced. "Pulco 
le Strange," it says, " holds the Manor of 
Stocton cum Brocton of the King in capite 
by service of one Knight to go with the 
King into Wales for fifteen days in time 
of war at his own cost. Fulco also pays 
4*. for purpresture." 

Fulk le Strange was under age, 
but Tenant in capite both of Stockton, 



Brockton, and Sutton. Whsterer ia 
true in the above entry applies chiefly 
to Stockton, but the Knight's service 
possibly alludes to the tenure of Sutton. 
The As. rent was due on Stockton, 
but notjjfor purpresture. Thus. Sutton 
and Brockton remain all but unno- 
ticed. 

^ The present Lords Petre and Stour- 
ton represent between them not less than 
a dozen abeyant Baronies. Among the 
number are those of Howard, Mowbray, 
Segrave, Talbot, Strange of Blackmere, 
Fumival and OifTard of Brimmesfield. 
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Brusebon. He also grants them common-pasturage throughout 
the Manor, except for goats.*^ 

About the same time Pulk le Strange came to an f^reement with 
the Canons, whereby the latter surrendered Madoc de Sutton^s 
grant of Hadinton (that is Sutton) Mill, in exchange for a messuage, 
garden, croft, half-a-virgate of land, and other small parcels within 
and without the vill of Brocton.^7 

About June 11, 1300, he further releases to the Canons all his 
right in land which they held in the Moor of Brocton, in the field 
of Habenhul, on the day mentioned.^® 

On March 11, 1308, styling himself Pulco le Strange, Lord of 
Sutton Madoks, he grants to Richard de Sanford a parcel of his 
waste land in Brocton, in his Manor of Sutton, lying between 
lands of said Richard and of the Prior of Wombridge. The rent 
reserved is 6d^^ 

It would be hardly consistent with my design to enumerate the 
various public oflSces and honours which distinguished this Fulk le 
Strange. Suffice it to say that as holding lands and rents to the 
value of £20. and upwards, he was returned by the Sheriff of 
Shropshire among those who were to muster at London on July 7, 
1297, for foreign service.^ 

The Feodary of 1316 mentions him as Lord of Whitchurch, 
Wrockwardine, Corfham, Longnor, and Sutton.^ 

He died in 1324, seized, either in his own right or in that of 
Alianore his wife (daughter and Coheir of John Giffard of Brim- 



^ Wombridge Chartularj, TU, Brocton 
No8. Ixi, Ixxxix. — The witnesses of these 
deeds seem to have been nearly identicali 
via. Sir Robert Corbet (of Moreton), 
Thomas Corbet (of Hadley), Sir William 
de Hugford, and Bichard Horde, with 
Yto de Soultone also in the last. 

** Ibidem, No. Ixij. — Witnesses : Sir 
Symon de Leyboume, Sir Peter de Ey ton, 
Master Adam le Giist Bector of the 
Church of Ydeshall, Koger Fitz John, 
John Stiyington. 

» Charter at Haughton Hall.— This 
deed is tested by Sir Boger Corbet, Peter 
de Eyton, Pagan de Preston, Bichard de 
Mokeleston, John Fitz Thomas of Broc- 
ton, and others. It is dated at Hadleye 
(the seat of the first witness), on the vigil 
of St. Gregory the Pope in the 36th year of 



King Edward, — an impossible date, which 
probably purports to be March 11, 1308, 
(the Clerk who drew the Conveyance not 
adverting to the fact, that][Edward I had 
died eight months previously) . The Seal of 
this deed, though mutilated, is a specimen 
of the tasteful design and neat execution 
which diftinguished the heraldic devices 
of the period. The lower half of a shield 
exhibits one of the Lions Passant of Le 
Strange. Exterior to the dexter margin 
of the shield is a Lizard beautifully en- 
graved. The only remaining part of the 
Legend is the word stbatnoe. 

* Parliamentary Writs, vol. i, p. 848, and 
vol. iv, pp. 1468-70, where also are more 
than sixty entries of his offices, liabilities, 
and summonses, both military and parlia- 
mentary, during a period of thirty years. 
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mesfield)^ of various Estates in Nottinghamshire^ Hampshire^ and 
Shropshire^ including this Manor of Sutton^ which descended to 
John his eldest son and heir^ then eighteen years of age.^^ 

Wb must not leave this Manor without noticing some of those 
Tenancies or Subinfeudations in which it abounded. 1'he principal 
of these were granted by Griffin Goch while Lord of Sutton 
{11948-1221) ; but his Feoffment of Ralph de Sanford claims first 
attention^ not only by reason of its extent and the importance of 
the Feoffee^ but because it can be illustrated by an unusual and 
most interesting concurrence of evidences. 



SANFORD FEE IN SUTTON AND BROCKTON. 

At Salop Assizes^ Oct. 6^ 1203^ a Fine seems to have been levied 
between Griffin son of Yorward (Gervase) Plaintiff^ and Ralph 
Wolaston^ Tenant^ of one hide of land in Brockton^ whereof was suit 
at law.^^ The particulars of the Fine, I cannot declare, but think 
from what will presently appear, that it must have involved a 
surrender of the Tenancy. 

At these same Assizes one Ralph Wallensis should be noticed as 
standing Surety for Ralph de Sanford in a suit which concerned 
possessions of the latter in Rothal (Ruthall near Ditton Priors) . 

Among some Pleas in Banco which appear to belong to Michael- 
mas Term 1204, the following is entered : — " Ralph de Samford 
offered himself against Griffin, son of G^rvord, and Wilikin, his 
man, and Robert Cocus (and five others) in a plea of appeal. And 
they (the Defendants) are not forthcoming, neither have they 
essoigned themselves, and though they should be under pledges (to 
appear) the Sheriff has sent the names of none (such Sureties) . 
Therefore the Court decided that they should give sufficient pledges 
for their appearance in Court, on the Octaves of St. Martin, to 
answer herein, and that the Sheriff do also attend to show why, 
&c/' (he had neglected the former order of the Court) .^ 

On the day named (Oct. 18) '^ Ralph de Sanford appeared against 
William, the man of Griffin, and others, in a plea of land ^^ (as the 



« InquitUions, 17 Edw. II, No. 73. 

^ This FiiM does not exist in the proper 
Custody. The extract which I give is aU 
that can be gathered from a Memonuidam 
in Harl. MSS. 1396, fo, 358 b; where, 
however, I should notice particularly that 
it stands at the head of some Sanford 



ETidenoes, thus proving that the San- 
fords were interested in its presenration 
and that it concerned the yery hide of 
land which they afterwards held. 

® PlaeUa anm incerH Regit Johannis^ 
No. 75, memb. 2 dorso. 
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Record has it). But both the Defendants and the SheriflF are 
absent and the latter as remiss as before. So a stringent order is 
made on all parties to be in Court on the Quinzaine of St. Hilary 
(Jan. 27, 1206). «* 

The Bolls of that Term are lost, but we have Bolls of Easter 
Term 1206, which say nothing of the continuance of this Suit. 
We may, therefore, conclude that it had been settled in the interval ; 
and in extraordinary corroboration of such an idea a Charter 
happens to be found in a private collection, of which the substance 
is as follows : — 

Grifin, son of Gervase Goh, gives and concedes to Balph de 
Sanford one hide of land in Brockton for his homage and service, 
viz. that hide which Balph Walensis held ; — to hold to him and his 
heirs, rendering 2*. yearly. — For this, Sanford had given the Grantor 
twenty-six merks, and had acquieted him in that appeal in which he 
had drawn him into a Suit in the Court of the Lord the King. He 
also grants that the said Balph shall have pannage in his wood of 
Sutton for all the swine which shall be reared on. said hide of 
land.8« 

Thus did Balph de Sanford^ Lord of Sanford and Buthall, obtain 
footing in Sutton. The transaction is described with great accuracy 
in an Inquest nearly fifty years afterwards, which recounted the 
several alienations from the Seijeantry of Madoc de Sutton. 
"GriiBSn, Madoc's Father," says the Becord, '* alienated four 
virgates" (equal to a hide) ^' of land to Balph de Saumford, out of 
the Manor of Sutton." The four virgates were at the time of this 
return worth 40s. per annumJ^ 

The additions which Balph de Sanford continued to make to this 
estate are the subject of an interesting series of documents, three of 
which have been already cited, one under Brockton, one under 
Sutton, and one under Broseley. By another Deed, Henry le 
Strange grants to the said Balph, for two merks, two acres in 
Brockton, " called the Parroc, and which are close to Medebroc."^^ 
— Bent to be 2d. yearly.^ 



••• Ibidem, memb. 12. 

^ Charter at Haughton, — attested by 
Walter de Huggeford, Biohard de Buiton, 
Hugo de Becheburi, Bichard de Stirgle, 
Bobert de Say, Beginald deTime, Bobert 
de Espele, Baldwin Widcard, Bobert de 
liODgeb", Hugh de Wonlock, Gteoffrey 
Busel, and William de Beggesore, — whoso 



names wo^ild alone prove the deed to have 
passed between 1201 and 1211. 

» Testa de NeoiO, fo. 274. 

^ The small stream still known as the 
Mad'brook, and which gave a name both 
to Madeley and Brockton. 

" Charter at Haughton. — Witnesses : 
William de Beggesonre, William Bussel, 




Seal of GriBln soe of Gervase Goch. 
iWdepa4e]24.fiote eSl 




Seal of Madoc de Sutton. 
("Videpa^eI19note42) 



Seal of Henry le Strange of Brockton . 
(Yidepagel2Siiot6 68) 
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At the Assizes of November 1221, 1 find that Ralph de Sanford 
had a suit concerning 2 virgates of land against William de 
Bechesaur, which he £eiiled to prosecute.^^ I cannot help asso- 
ciating this suspended suit with a deed whereby William de 
Begesoure grants to Ralph de Sanford a vii^ate in Brocton, half of 
which was held by Hugh de Beckbury^ and half by Adam Ythel, 
at an annual rent of 5s J^ 

By another deed Richard de Beggesoure grants to the same 
Ralph an acre in the field of Hemme, ''which extends to the 
torrent opposite the croft of Alan Infans." '^ 

William Cocus of Broctun^ grants to the same Ralph half-a- 
virgate in Broctun at a rent of 6dP — 

This deed passed between the years 1231 and 1235, in the former 
of which Helias Cocus the predecessor of William was living, and 
in the latter of which Ralph de Sanford the Grantee was deceased. 

We have thus altogether a series of 10 deeds, commencing about 
1205^ and ending within 30 years later, and which exhibit the 
feofiPments of one individual in the same Manor. 

I now proceed to give the substance of another series of deeds, 
extending through the same period^ and which show the mode in 
which Ralph de Sanford dealt with these acquisitions. — 

By the first of these^ Radulf de Sanford gives and concedes to 
Margaret, daughter of Richard the Priest (Sacerdotis) of Brocton, 
a virgate in Brocton, half of which Roger French (Francigena) 



HeliM GocaB, Bobert Cocus, Bichard de 
Beggesoure, Bobert Dapifer, Heniy Fitz 
Ywein, Adam Fitz Idel, William Beadle 
of Sutton. The Seal of this deed is well 
executed and bears a Legend, proYuig the 
Grantor to h&ve been son of some Balph 
le Strange. — 

There was also a Boger le Strange of 
Brockton in 1276. 

^ Salop Asnzes, 6 Hen. Ill, memb. 7. 

^ Charter at Haughton. The names 
of the witnesses are in perfect accordance 
with the date assumed (1221). They are 
Hugh de Becheberi, Walter de Hugeford, 
Bichard de Buton, Henry le Strange, 
Walter de Stiroheleg, Bobert Cocus, 
Bichard de Begesouer, William Bussel, 
Bobert de Trillewurthin. 

7» Charter ibidem,— Tested by Henry 
le Strange, William de Beggesoure, Bobert 

II. 



Trilleworthin, William Bussel, Heniy 
Iweyn, Helias Cocus, Alan In&ns, Philip 
de Frees, Clerk. — 

The Seal of this deed is rude. The 
device seems to be four ears of wheat 
with the stalks conjoined cross-wise. In 
the Legend the Q-rantor's name is spelt 
" BeoesoTre," which gives the exact ori- 
ginal of the name ** Badger." I incline 
to date thia deed at least ten years later 
than the last. 

^ Charter tWcfew.— Tested by Philip 
de Burewardesleg, Walter de Huggeford, 
Gerard de lyelith, Henry le Strange, 
William Buffus, William de Beggesour, 
Bobert de Trillewurthin. The Seal has 
the Legend — 

SiaiLLUM WlLLELMI Ll ChY. 

The deed passed between 1231 and 
1285. 

17 
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held^ and Osbert the other half. — She and her heirs are to hold the 
same in fee^ at a rent of 28. payable to the Grantor and his heirs^ 
But if the Grantor should be unable to warrant the land he would 
give an equivalent within 40 days. Margaret pays 12^ mcrks for 
this grant. — If she die without heir of her body> she may make one 
of her Brethren her heir J* 

This deed (throwing by the way some light on the kind of 
clerical celibacy practised at the time) was nearly contemporary 
with another^ whereby Badulf de Sontford^ for dOs., enfeoffs Richard 
Fitz Soger in a virgate of land at Brocton^ which his Father held 
in Wodecrofte^ and also in all that land which Richard de Grene 
held. The rent in this case was to be 148 J^ 

By another deed Radulf de Santford grants to John^ son of Sibil 
de Brocton^ 1 virgate in the vill of Brocton^ viz. that which Sibil^ 
John's Mother^ held. — To have and to hold after SibiFs decease^ 
first to John and Agnes his Wife and their heirs of their bodies^ 
then to the heirs of John by any future wife, or to Agnes if she 
survive John ; and then to William, son of Alan L'Enfant, for life 
only. A relief o( 12*. is to be paid at Sibil's death, and a further 
rent of 128. per annum. The fine, acknowledged as already paid 
for the grant, is 40*.75 

Sir Ralph de Sanford was, as I have said, deceased in 1235. He 
was succeeded at Brockton and elsewhere by Richard his son and 
heir, who during the next fourteen years is found attesting several 



^ Chatter ibidem.— Tested by Boger 
de B^ggeBoor, Warin de Bnrwardsley, 
Wamep de Wililey, Walter de Hugford, 
Biohard de Buton, Hugh de Beehebari, 
Geoffiney Busel, William de Beggesour, 
Heliae Coous, Bobert Cocqs, and many 
others, Gierke and Laymen. Thia deed 
passed between the years 1205 and 1211. 
It is worth observing that by this snb- 
inieadation of one fourth a£ the land 
which he had obtained from GriiBn do 
Button, Balph de Sanford realized the 
whole rent and nearly half the purduMe 
money payable or paid to his own 
Feoffor. 

'* WombridgeGhertulary,2nE^.^roefoj», 
No. X.— Tested by Sir QryfEn de Sutton 
and his heirs, Sir Boger de Beggesour 
and his heirs, Mancell de Petteshull 
(Patshull) and his heirs, Hugh de Beck- 



buri and his heirs, Bichatd de Buton and 
his heirs, William de Beggesour and his 
heirs.. 

7< Charter at Haughton.— Tested by 
the Lord Prior of Wombrug, Madoo 
Fits Griffin, Griffin his brother, Gilbert 
Chaplain of Kembricton, Nicholas Chap- 
lain of Sutton, Henry le Strange, Bobert 
de Brocton, William Bussel, Thomas his 
son, Henry Fitz Iwein. — 

This deed is of date about 1231, at least 
a dated Charter of that yeajf contains 
nearly the same names. It appears to be 
in the same hand-writing as that of 
William Bussel (supra, p. 94). The Seal 
of this deed is of green wax and weU 
preserved. It exhibits a Knight on 
horseback, charging sword in hand, and 
this Legend — 

SlGIU^TK BADtTLVI DS SaHFOBT. 
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deeds in this neighbourhood, and who, I think, occurs as a witness 
in one instance before his Father's death. 

He, like his Father, was a Knight. A deed which must have 
passed between 1241 and 1249, shows Stephen Cude of Brocton, 
granting to '^ Sir Richard, Lord of Sonford " for the sum of 4s. 6d. 
half-an-acre of land in Hemme.^^ This Stephen Cude or Eeede 
has already appeared as holding half»a*virgate under Philip de 
Farlow. He, or his Father William, had also, as we shall presently 
see, been enfeoffed by Ralph de Sanford in a viigate at Brockton. 

But to return to Richard de Sanford.— -He appears to have died 
in 1249, and being a Tenant in capita at Sanford and Ruthall an 
Inquest was held shortly after, as to his estate.^ The Jurors^ 
among whom were R(^er de Bagsore and Ivo de Brocton, said that 
he had held in Brocton under Sir Madoc de Sutton by service of 
2s, per annum: that he had there half-a-carucate in demesne, 
which, with its meadows, was worth 20s, per annum ; that he had 
a Mill there worth \0s. per annum^ and rents from Tenants amount- 
ing to £2. 6». Stif. ; that Ralph de Sanford his son and next heir 
was 14 years of age. 

The deceased, as I find from another Record, left a Widow, Ali- 
anora, whose lands were in 1255 estimated at 100^. annual value, 
and who was then remarried to Richard Bumel.^^ 

The wardship of the heir, Ralph de Sanford, was granted by the 
King to Germanus Scissor, who selling the same to Odo de Hodnet, 
the latter obtained the King^s Letters Patent dated Sept. 1, 1249^ 
confirming such transfer .^^ 

In Easter Term 1250, Felicia, widow of William Eede, is found 
suing Stephen Kede for dower in a virgate of land. Stephen called 
Ralph Sanford (the Minor) to warranty.^ A protracted litigation 
ensued, for in July 1251, I find Simon de Wanton and Robert de 
Grendon appointed to try the suit which " Felicia, widow of William 
Code, had against Odo de Hodnet and Stephen Code as to a tene- 
ment in Brocton."®^ 



"^ Charter »6ii00».— Tested by Bobert 
de Tiriewurthin, Ivo de Broct<m, Boger 
BogeBore, Thomas Rutsel, Biohard Iwen. 
By the '* Hemme " mentioned in this and 
other Brockton deeds we are not to un- 
derstand the neighbouring vUly so called, 
and which is in Shiflhal Parish. One of 
the large town-fields of Brockton was 
thus named. 



77 lnqyitUi(me» incerli iemparit JSm- 
riei III, No. 111. The date of this In- 
quest (1249) is found by evidence quite 
conclusive, but too long to insert. 

^ Bat. Mund, il, 57. 

7» Mot Fai, 33 Henry III. 

"0 PlacUa apud Wettm. Easter Term 
31 Hen. III. 

"1 Rat, Pat, 35 Henry III. Another 
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It is clear that Odo de Hodnet was a party in consequence of his 
continued guardianship of Ralph de Sanford. 

At Salop Assizes, January 1256, '' Robert Prudhome challenged 
Richard Bumel, for that whilst he, Robert (being in the King's- 
Peace) was in a bam of Odo de Hodenet's at Brocton, on Wednes- 
day, August 11 (1255) Richard came and took away twelve thraves 
of corn. He (Robert) also charged William Parvus, Stephen Kede, 
Yvo de Brocton, and Thomas de Wyke, that they were aiding and 
abetting said Richard. This challenge was declared to be null.^^ 

At the same Assizes there was (in continuation of the former 
suit) a prosecution under writ of mort d^ancestre by Sibil and Mar- 
gery, daughters of William Kede, against Stephen Kede, to ascer- 
tain whether the said William died seized of half-a-virgate in 
Brocton, and whether the said Sibil and Margery were his next 
heirs. Stephen Kede, the Tenant, " appeared and called to war- 
ranty Ralph, son and heir of Richard de Saunford, who was under 
age and in custody of Odo de Odenet, by charter of Ralph de Saun- 
ford, grandfather of the aforesaid Ralph, which charter of teoffinent 
he (Stephen) produced.^^ The cause was adjourned till Ralph de 
Saunford should attain his majority.^ 

This Ralph must have come of age shortly afterwards, but I post- 
pone further mention of him to another occasion^ inasmuch as J 
find little to connect him with Sutton and Brockton beyond his 
attestation of a few local deeds. He thus attests as a Knight, about 
1290, and dying in 1307, left a son Richard, thirty years of age, 
who has already been mentioned as a Grantee of Fulk le Strange in 
March 1308. 



BURWARDSLEY FEE IN SUTTON AND BROCKTON. 

I have already adverted to the fact of Griffin de Sutton having 
enfeoffed Warin de Burwardsley in two virgates here, and have 
suggested that the said feoffment was in composition of some claim 
which Warin had, in 1195, on Griffin's Manors of Rowton and 
Ellardine. Deeds have also been cited, showing that Warin de 
Burwardsley's estate in Brockton remained to Philip his son, and 
that the latter enfeoffed Ralph de Sanford in one-half of the pre- 



Patent of the same time shows Bichard 
Bumell and Alianore his wife, in litiga- 
tion with Odo de Hodnet about thdr 
respectiTe rights at Sandford. This will 
illustrate the next entry in the text. 



» PlacUa Corona. 40 Hen. Ill, Salop, 
memb. 9. 

^ Assizes at Salop, 40 Henry III, 
memb. 2., 
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mises^ reserving however au annual rent of 12d. to himself and his 
heirs. I neither find what became of the other virgate nor any 
subsequent notice of a mesne interest here continuing with the 
heirs of Burwardsley. In 1251, however, these two virgates are 
mentioned and recognized as a distinct tenement, of the, annual 
value of two merks, but nothing whatever is said of their occupa- 
tion at the time.^ 

COCUS FEE IN BROCKTON. 

The Record last quoted specifies another alienation made by 
Griffin de Sutton in this Manor. It was of one virgate to Elyas 
Cocus at a rent of 2s., and this land was in 1251 worth ]5«. 
per annum. 

Accordingly we have Elias or Helias Cocus a witness in various 
deeds ranging in date from the year 1194 to 1231. 

" Helyas Coquus granted to Wombridge Priory for the health of 
his soul an acre of land at Brocton in the field called Bedlesdun.^^®^ 

He also granted to the same, in composition of a certain debt, 
three acres in the field of Brocton for a term of twenty years, com- 
mencing Oct. 26, 1231.8« 

Contemporary with Helias Cocus was Robert Cocus, whose rent 
of 12rf. payable to Griffin Goch we have already seen transferred by 
the latter to Wombridge Priory. 

The successor of Helias Cocus was William Cocus, whose grant 
of half his estate (half-a- virgate) to Ralph de Sanford, reserving 6^. 
rent, has been cited as having passed between 1231 and 1235. The 
sequel of this name and Tenure will be best shown by a few extracts 
from the Wombridge Chartulary. — 

John Ithell de Brocton grants to William Cocus an acre of three 



•* TeHa de NniU, fo. 274. 

" Wombridge Chartulary. Tit. Bro&- 
ion. No. lix. — Tested by Henry le Strange, 
Nicholas de Kembricton, John Fitz Sibil. 

^ Ibidem No. Ix. — Tested by Sir Madoc 
de Sutton and Griffin, his Brother, Ni- 
cholas the Priest (Saoerdote), William de 
Sutton, Henry le Strange. The way in 
which the Term of twenty years is fixed 
by this deed shows how unused were the 
CSountiy Law-Clerks to express a date 
and how oddly they did it. The Term is 
to commence *' from the year when Gastle 



IfatUda was fortified; and Sir B. de 
NovaTiUa^ the Chancellor, was elected 
Archbishop ; and E was the Sunday 
letter." The deed was also written *' on 
the 7th of the kalends of November in 
that year." It was about July 1231 that 
Henry III rebuilt Castle Matilda in El- 
yetn : soon after August 2, 1231, Balph 
de Nevill, Bishop of Chichester and Chan- 
cellor, was elected Archbishop of Canter- 
bury ; and E was the Sunday letter of 
1231. The deed (it may be added) passed 
on a Sunday. 
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seilions near Kembrichaismere^ for 69. paid^ and a r^dt of 1^.^^ 
The same John "Idther* grants the same acre to Wombridge 
Priory^^ that is I suppose he grants his reserved right therein con* 
currently with the following grant by his former Feoffee. — 

William Cocus of Brooton grants to Wombridge Priory half-a- 
virgate which he held in Brocton with a certain messuage and 
croft; also an acre which he bought from John Yethele; also 6d, 
annual rent receivable from the heirs of Ralph de Sontford on half- 
a-virgate which they held of him in Brocton.®* 

Thus about the year 1250 did this tenure in Brockton become 
wholly absorbed by Wombridge Priory. 

TENURE OF BEGESOUR IN SUTTON AND BROCKTON. 

I have already said that WiUiam de Begesour^ who, about 11 74,^ 
sold his inheritance at Badger, appears to have left successors else- 
where. That he should have an interest in Brockton becomes the 
more probable inasmuch as the Fief of his Suzerains, the Lords of 
Richard's Castle, at one time extended to that quarter. 

However 1 cannot determine the mode in which his presumed 
descendants, the Begesours of Brockton, held their lands. Their 
deeds are unattended by any confirmation or consent of a superior 
Lord, and yet it is certain that they were not Tenants in capite. 

Of this family William de Begesour occurs from 1194 to 1232; 
also Roger son and heir of William occurs during his Father's life- 
time and subsequently till about 1263. Contemporary with both 
Father and Son was Richard de Begesour already mentioned. 

The son and heir of Roger was a second William, occurring frt)m 
about 1268 to 1280. A Richard occurs about 1300, a third William 
in 1316, and Thomas in 1341, all being distinctly of Brockton and 
in no way confounded with the family of the same name which 
held a higher position at Badger. 

Of the persons thus named I find little more than their names. — 
William de Beggesoure approves and attests about 1230 a transfer 



^ Ibidem, No. niv. — Tested by Ma- 
doo de Sutton, Hugh de Hadinton, Rich- 
ard de Chrenhiill. 

" Ibidem, No. xxxvij. — ^Tested by Sir 
Madoc de Sutton, Nicholas Chaplain of 
Sutton, Hugh de Hadington, J<^n Lord 
of GrenhuL 



• Ibidem, No. xlij.— Teeted by Sir Wal- 
ter de Dunstanvill, Walter de Huggeford, 
Madoo de Sutton, Odo deHodenet, Wal- 
ler de Eembriton, Herbert de Ydeehals 
Hugh de Hedinton, Hugh de Bolinthal, 
John de Qrenhul, Oliirer de Knoll, Yvo 
de Brooton. 
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of land by one of his nnder-tenants at Brockton ; ^ Roger was a 
Bene&ctor about 1263 to Wombridge Priory, and his deed 
mentions two of his Tenants^ viz. Richard Fitz Edith and Thomas 
de Brocton.'^ 

The second William de Begesoor had three transactions with 
Wombridge Priory, the first a small grant, the other two ex- 
changes.^ His amercement for some default at the Forest Assizes 
of Nov. 1271, is all that I find Airther noticeable, either as regards 
him or the continuators of his name at Brockton.*^ 



HARRINGTON pormbrly HADDINGTON. 

This was undoubtedly a member of the Domesday Manor of Sutton 
and so continued till the death of Hamo Peverel, about 1136. In 
1157, part of Harrington (avirgate) went still with Sutton and the 
other Tornai lands, then obtained by Gervase Goch ; but the re- 
mainder (more than 4 virgates) was not thus involved, probably as 
having been previously bestowed elsewhere. 

I will first speak of the virgate obtained by Gervase Goch. — A 
Record already quoted, informs us that Griffin (son of Gervase), 
enfeofied Hugh de Beckbury therein, by service of 12rf. (rent), and 
that its fiiU value was then (L251) lOs, per annum?*' This fact is 
sufficiently illustrated by a number of Sutton and Brockton Deeds 
which, passing in the first quarter of the 18th century, have the attes- 
tation of this Hugh de Beckbury. His marriage, presently to be 
noticed, had given him a footing in Harrington before he obtained 
the feoffment of Griffin Goch, and at his death, which must have 
happened about Dec. 1226, he was possessed of other interests in 
this Manor or Township. 

He left two sons, necessary to be mentioned here, John and 
Hugh. Griffin de Sutton's Feoflment having probably been limited 
to Hugh and his heirs, the virgate under notice will have descended 



^ Wombridge Cfaartulary. Tit.'Broe* 
ton^ No. zzYJ. — The other witnesses being 
the Prior of Wombridge, Henry le Strange 
and William Bussel; the two latter of 
whom attested this William's grant to 
Balph de Sanford, as already noticed. 

•* Ibidem, No. xxxrj. — ^Tested by Sir 
Walter de Dmutanville, Sir John Fitz 
Hugh, John de Ercaleirei John de Sti- 
yenton, Herbert de Wyke, John Lord of 



Sutton, John de Ghrenhull, Ito de Broo* 
ton, Bichard Bumel, Adam Pollard of 
Lee, Oliver de KnoUe. 

^ Ibidem, Nos. xxxij, zxxiij and Ixx. 

^ It is curious to observe how this 
name became gradually contracted after 
its transplantation to Brockton. The 
ultimate forms which it assumed were 
■imply Bag or Beg. 

M Testa deNe9ai,io.2fI4u 
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to Hughes eldest son John^ and again from John, who died about 
1250^ to John^s eldest son Philip. 

Madoc de Sutton^s seignoral interest in this parcel of land be* 
comes again apparent in 1256, when his Concession of Sutton to 
Wombridge Priory includes " rents and escheats of Hedinton.'^ 

However a moiety of this virgate seems at some subsequent 
period to have reverted to the Lord of the Fee. 

Hence in 1284, it was found of a virgate here that Fulk le Strange 
held half thereof in capite of the King^ whilst Philip de Bechebur 
held the other half under Fulk.**^ 

I find no later notice of this virgate in Harrington, and conclude 
that it became again absorbed in the Parent Manor of Sutton. 

The other and greater part of Harrington followed a succession 
liable to be confused with, but essentially distinct from, the parcel 
thus far treated of. At the time of Gervase Goch's acquisition of 
Sutton (1157), this land had probably been bestowed elsewhere. 
However about March 1163, it fell into the King's hands, by death 
or forfeiture of the former Grantee ; consequently at Michaelmas 
J.163, the SheriflF renders account "of the ferm of Hadinton, 
escheated land which was Gerard de Turnai's ; viz. for half a year 

About this time, the name of Roger Mussun occurs more than 
once on the Shropshire Pipe-Rolls among those who were in the 
service and favour of King Henry II. 

That King also, when, about the year 1175, he visited Shrews- 
bury, expedited a charter whereby he gave " to Roger Mussun, his 
Servant, Uppington under Mount-Gilbert '' and, what is more to 
our present purpose, *^50 solidates of land in Heddinton which 
had been Hamo Peverell's, and were near to Bruges'' (written 
Burgam). The service retained by the King on the whole grant, 
was the payment of one sore Sparrow-hawk yearly, by said Roger 
and his heirs.^ 

I shall here say briefly of Roger Mussun that he was a Benefactor 
to Wombridge Rriory, and that dying about the year 1191, he left 
a Widow, Galiena, and at least nine daughters and Coheiresses to 
share his estates. Harrington, whose estimated extent seems to 
have been four-and-a-half virgates, was accordingly divided into 
several shares. Galiena, the Widow, had half-a- virgate, two of the 



^ Kirhff'a QuesL The Becord b not 
very clear on this matter, but I doabt not 
that such is its intended meaning. 



•• Bot, Pip. 9 Hen. II, Salop. 
^ Wombridge ChartuLuy. 7Hi. Upin- 
ton. No. coxTJ. 



SUTTON HADDOCK. 



133 



daughters, viz. Juliana, wife of * * * Corbrond, and Sibil, wife of 
Richard de Bruges, had half-a-virgate each, Alina, wife of Hugh 
de Beckbury, had a share which, with the other shares (however 
allotted in the first instance), amounted to three virgates, and 
eventually centred in Hugh the second son of the said Hugh and 
Alina, and in Muota, daughter of the same Hugh, junior. 

Galiena, Widow of Roger Mussun, gave her half-virgate in 
frank almoigne to Wombridge Priory, for the soul of her Husband 
and Parents.^ The Priory leased it to Philip the Chaplain, for a 
term of years, but afterwards (about 1220) granted it to Adam de 
Cherleton (husband of Alice, another of the aforesaid Coheiresses) 
in exchange for a parc^ of land at Uppinton.^ All I shall further 
say of this half-virgate is, that Richard de la Buri, Great-grandson 
of Adam and Alice, occurs in 1284 as holding it in capite of the 
King,i«> and that in 1292 he was still Tenant thereof, though the 
King had in the interim granted the seigneury of all that was 
implied by the payment of the aforesaid Sparrow-hawk to Robert 
Burnell, Bishop of Bath and Wells.i<>i 

So also the half-virgate in Harrington, which after her Father's 
death was allotted to Juliana Corbrond, is found in 1284* and 1292 
to be similarly held by Richard Corebrond, her Great-grandson and 
representative. 

The half-virgate of Sibil de Bruges did not so long remain with 
her descendants, though it reached the hands of her Great-grandson 
also. He, viz. Richard, son of Richard de Bruges^ sold it, with the 
messuage thereon, about 1264, for 40«. and a \d. rent, to Jane, 
widow of Hugh de Beckbury .^^^ She in turn granted it to Wom- 
bridge, on condition that at her death her body should be buried at 
the Priory, her name written in the " Martyrology^' of the fiouse, 



» Wombridge Ghartulaiy, TiL Eadin- 
to»j No. y. The'deeid passed about 1195. 
The witnesses are numerous and impor- 
tant, yic. Master Robert of Salopesbury 
(who became Bishop of Bangor, March 
1197), Bichard his Brother, Gregory 
Chaplain of Wroccester, Ernald Chaplain 
of Opinton (TJppinton), Philip de Welin- 
ton, Master Bichard of HideiJial (Idsall), 
Wili de Hedleg the younger (minor), 
0-uy de Sagebury (Shawbury), Beinald de 
Time, Bichard de Chesthull, Alexander 
de NoTO Burgo (both sons-in-law of the 
Grantress), Balph de Horleton, Gilbert 

TI, 



Mussun (Brother of Boger), Balph de 
Perrin, Bobert Angevin, Adam de Wroc- 
worthin, &c. 

* Ibidem, No. i. Henry is the Prior 
who grants. The witnesses are Baldwin 
de Hodnet (dead Jan. 1226), Hugh Fits 
Bobert, William de Hedlee, Walter de 
Stirglee (Stirchley), Bobert de Brocton, 
Boger de Besselawe. 

"» Kirb^s QiMt. 

wi Flacita CoroiuB, 20 Edw. I, 
memb. 23. 

»« Wombridge Chartulary, TU, Hadin- 
tony No. ij. 

18 
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the anniversary of her death be duly kept^ and special prayers 
offered up for her soul.^*^^ 

In 1292, the Prior of Wombridge was questioned as to his tenure 
of this half-virgate, which he is said however to have " purchased/' 
His reply, showing that the King had in 1286 granted the Sparrow- 
hawk (t. e, the seigniory) reserved on this seijeantry to Robert 
Bumell, in exchange for other lands, seems to have stopped the 
enquiry. The Prior's Tenure was, in fact, no longer in capite nor 
any concern of the Crown. 

I NOW COMB to the residue of this Tenure, viz. three virgates 
which went to Hugh de Beckbury and Alina his wife, daughter and 
coheir of Roger Mussun, or were acquired by their descendants 
from' the other coheirs. 

This Hugh, who, be it remembered, had a distinct interest here 
as Feoffee of Griffin de Sutton, was also Lord of Beckbury, and an 
important personage in many other respects. Confining myself 
now to his Tenures in Harrington, I shall merely notice some 
quarrel which he had with a neighbour of equal consequence. 

Walter, Lord of Higford, claimed a right of common-pasture in 
Harrington, whereof this Hugh disseized him. Walter laid his 
complaint before King Henry III, when that Monarch, in Septem- 
ber 1224, was at Shrewsbury with his Justiciars. Sentence was 
given in the Plaintiff's favour, and Hugh was moreover amerced 
two merks for the offence. The King, however, passing to Mont- 
gomery, despatched a writ dated at that place on October 1, whereby 
the Sheriff of Shropshire was ordered to discharge Hugh of half 
this fine, a favour probably shown to Hugh as a sometime Servant 
of the Crown, and at this very moment Chief Bailiff of the King's 
Hundred of Bradford. Hugh paid the balance of the fine, but 
instead of acquiescing in the judgment given against him, proceeded 
to plough and sow the common-land in dispute. In August 1226, 
the King was again at Shrewsbury, and Walter de Hugford made a 
second complaint. Hugh appeared, and at first denied the charge ; 
but presently admitting it, he was adjudged to pay 20«. damages, 

for which Walinger de Sydenhale and Walter de Harpcote stood his 
Suretie8.^04 

This Hugh de Beckbury was living in October 1226, but deceased 
before March 1227. His Wife Alina survived him at least ten 
years, but both were eventually succeeded at Harrington by their 

'^ Ibidem, Nob. iij, ir. | Salop. Rot. Claus. 8 Hen. Ill, memb. 

iM Placita coram Rege^ 10 Henry III, I 8, and Rat, Pk>. 10 Hen. Ill, Salop. 
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second Son^ called Hugh de Hadinton as often as Hugh de Beck- 
bury in respect of this his Tenure. 

This Hugh became a much more important person than his elder 
Brother John. In 1229^ he was already a Knight and stirring in 
the affairs of the County. He acquired property at Oldbury^ 
Diddlebury^ and Acton Burnell. About 1251, his interests in 
Harrington are thus described : — " Hugh de Bekebur^ is Tenant by 
gift of his Ancestors (who held part of Upton (Uppington) which is 
holden of the King in capite) of two virgates in Hadinton; by 
what service is unknown. The Tenure is worth 20^. per annum, 
Muota, daughter of the same Hugh, holds one virgate in the same 
mil by gift of her aforesaid Ancestors. However the service L 
nnknown.''^^ — 

The service due on Hughes Tenure in Harrington was involved in 
the Sore Sparrow-hawk, paid by his Belations, the Coheirs of 
Uppington, by whom, or some of whom, he, his Father, or his 
daughter had been thus enfeoffed in Harrington. 

In 1255, Hugh de Beckbury was farming the Hundred of 
Bradford under the Sheriff at an annual rent of thirty-three merks.^^ 
The extortions of some his Deputies in this, his office of Bailiff, were 
loudly complained of at the Inquest of 1255 by the Jurors of Hales* 
Owen. One Soger de Hales having, it appears, been amerced by 
Roger de Turkelby for some offence, Hugh de Beckbury^s Beadles, 
or Sub- Bailiffs, made four successive seizures in satisfaction of the 
single debt thus incurred.^^ 

At the Assizes of January 1256, Hugh de Beckbury had lost his 
Bailiwick, or Bailiwicks, for I think he had been Fermor of more 
than one Shropshire Hundred. He was, however, one of the two 
principal Jurors of Brimstree Hundred, whose office it was to 
choose their ten Colleagues. He is here called Hugh de 
Hadington.^^ 

At these same Assizes, he was involved in a double law-suit with 
Madoc de Sutton. He was sued by the latter for having disseized 
him (Madoc) of a right of common in Hadinton, and was convicted. 
Neither was he successM in certain counter-charges which he 
endeavoured to establish against Madoc, viz. that he (Madoc) '^ to 

^ Testa de NwiU^ fo. 275. I names alternatelj, bo that a reader, not 



^ Sot ffund, ii, 68. 

»7 Ibidem II, 68. This Beoord is 
curious in one partinular, viz. that it de- 
sisribes Hugh de Beckbury by both his 



aware of the identity, must fail to xmder- 
stand the story altogether. 

i<» Salop AMizes, 40 Hen. III. JPlacita 
Corona^ m. 12. 
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the damage of Hugh's Tenement in Hadinton^ had stopped the road 
which led to Sutton Church, and had disseized Hugh of his commoil 
rights in Sutton/'"^ 

In this year also, as was afterwards alleged, Hugh de Beckbury 
demised a messuage and virgate in Hadington to Thomas Corbet, 
for a term of twenty years, commencing June 11. Of this how- 
ever presently. — 

In April 1263, this Hugh was deceased, leaving a widow, 
Johanna, and a son and heir, Thomas. Of his daughter Muota, I 
learn nothing further than that her interest in Harrington seems to 
have reverted to her Brother or his Assignees. 

Johanna, or Jane, Widow of Hugh de Beckbury, has already 
been mentioned more than once.^^^ I can sav little more of her 
than that in 1267 she appears, as Ida, widow of Hugh de Beck- 
bury, to have fined half-a-mei;rk for license to accord some law-suit : 
and that again in April 1271, she had proffered a similar sum for 
some ^it of the King. In the last case she is called Johanna.^^^ 

Thomas de Beckbury, Son and Heir of Hugh, succeeded him at 
Harrington ; but about September 1270, sold all his interest there 
to Nicholas de Hugford, and, inter alia, his interest in that messuage 
and virgate which Thomas Corbet had now held for fourteen-and-a- 
quarter years. Nicholas de Hugford forthwith ejected Thomas 
Corbet, whereupon the latter sued the said Nicholas, laying his 
damages at £100. The cause was tried at Salop Assizes, October 
1272, when the Parties pleaded the various circumstances already 
detailed, Nicholas de Hugford asserting however, that Hugh de 
Beckbury, Father of Thomas, had died seized of the virgate in 
question, so that it descended to Thomas his (Nicholas') Feoffor. 
In reply to this, Corbet offered to produce the deed of lease 
(dimissionis), adding that Hugh de Beckbury was at his death only 
so seized of the premises as having been appointed his (Corbet's) 
Bailiff. On this issue Corbet puts himself an the Country, and 
Nicholas likewise, appointing however his powerful neighbour (and 
probably relation) William de Hugford as his Attorney against so 
weighty an Antagonist as the Baron of Caus. The Jury found in 
due course that Hugh de Beckbury died seized of the premises, and 
that " Corbet had nothing therein" under his alleged deed. He 
was therefore in misericordid}^ 



^^ Ibidem, memb. 14 and 13 dorso. 
^^ Supra, VoL I, pp. 134, 135, 872, 
Vol. II, p. 133. 



I" Eot. Pip, 61 Hen. lU, Salop. Mot. 
F^H. ToL ii, 634. 

Salop AssUeSy 56 Henry III, memb 
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Nothing is said in the Inquisition of 1284^ as to the interest thus 
acquired by Nicholas de Hugford in Harrington. 

In October 1292 however, it was found as regards the Serjeantry 
of Roger Mussun in Hadynton that it was worth 45^. per annum ; 
" that it was held by service of rendering one Sore Sparrow-hawk 
for Uppinton and Hadynton at the Feast of St. Peter ad Vincla ; 
that John de Huggeford now (1292) holds thereof three virgates 
worth 208, per annum/' and that the Prior of Wombrug holds half- 
a-virgate, &c.^^^ 

An account of Bereral other under-tenanoies in Sutton, Brockton, Byton, iitnd 
Ghrindle, might be extracted from the Wombridge Chartularj alone, but I must leave 
a matter far too diflTuse for my proposed, but already transgressed, limits. This 
Ghartulary, inaoourate as it occasionally is, affords a curious view of the assiduity and 
method with which a small Priory guarded its own minutest interests. It contains 
nearly 600 Instruments referring to property which can hardly be estimated to have 
extended over twice as many acres. 

An Epitome of various grants to this house by Donniger, Brusebon, John the Clerk, 
and otlier Under'Tenants in Brockton, &c., has already been printed. Edward II's 
Inspeximiu, the document alluded to, is to be found in the New MoncuHeon 
(vol. vi, p. 388). 



SUTTON CHURCH. 

The earliest notice which we have of a Church here has already 
been stated. — Madoc son of Gervase Ooch gave the same^ as far as 
he was concerned^ about 1186-7, to Wombridge Priory. 

An independent and nearly contemporary grant thereof to the 
same Priory was made by Henry II, who treats the Advowson as 
the undivided right of the Crown. It appears however, from the 
King^s Charter, that some negotiation on the subject had taken place 
previously, for he reserves the life-interest of Ralph the Clerk (the 
Hector I presume) " in conformity with the convention already made 
between the said Ralph and the Canons.*' ^^* 



4 dorso. Thomas Corbet, Baron of Cans, 
employed a considerable portion of his 
long life in quarrels or litigations of this 
kind. He was generally unsuccessful, and 
was in short an active and violent oppres- 
sor. However, to these law-suits, I am 
indebted for a fund of legal, local, and 
genealogical information, on which I shall 
often have to draw. 

IK Plaeita Corona, 20 Ed. I, memb. 
28, Salop. — The rest of the return has 
been already given, except that John de 



Hugford was summoned to give account 
of his Tenure on a future day. The Prior 
of Wombridge however appeared, as 
before stated, and his account of the 
Tenure will have applied to Hugford's 
interest as well as his own. The heirs of 
Robert Bumell, Bishop of Bath and Wells, 
occur more than twenty years afterwards as 
seized of " 9f. rent in Uppiton," — doubt- 
less a substitute for the older service. 

"* Wombridge Chartulary. 7Ht. Broc- 
ton and Sutton, No. xcvij. and Harl. MSS. 
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This Charter of King Henry II received the usual Confirmations. — 
Pope Urban III^ in a Bull dated at Yeroni^^ June 2S, 1 187^ confirmed 
it with a condition as to its being sanctioned by the Diocesan 
Bishop.!"— 

B. (Baldwin) Archbishop of Canterbury^ ''and Legate of the 
Apostolick See " confirmed it.^^* — 

Hugh^ Bishop of Coventry^ confirmed it^ first by a Charter which 
must have passed soon after his Consecration (Jan. 31^ 1188)/!^ 
and again by a Charter which bears date at Lichfield ''on the 
morrow of St. Clement^ in the year in which Bichard King of 
England set out for Jerusalem " («. e. Nov. 24, 1190).ii8— 

G. (Geofirey de Muschamp) Bishop of Coventry, in a Charter 
which passed at Lichfield about November 1206, not only con- 
firms the right of the Canons of Wombridge to the Church of 
St. Mary of Sutton, as granted by King Henry II, and Bishop 
Hugh, but either authorizes or sanctions an appropriation thereof. 
" The Canons are to present proper Chaplains who shall receive the 
Cure of souls frocq the hand of the Bishop, and shall serve the said 
Church; the Canons shall assign to such Chaplains fit sustenance, 
according to the custom of the Country and the faculties of the 
Church ; the residue they may retain to their own uses and the 
entertainment of the poor.'' ^^* 

Dec. 28, 1258, Bishop Roger (de Meuland) inspected and con- 
firmed the Appropriations granted by his Predecessors, Geofirey 
and Alexander (de Stavensby), to Wombridge Priory of the 
Churches of Sutton, and Lopinton, and of the Chapel of Upinton.^^ 



8868, fo. 5. The witnesses are, Hugh, 
Bishop of Durham, and Peter, Bishop 
of St. David's, H. Dean of York, Banulf 
de Glanyill, Brother Boger the Ahnoner, 
Hugh de Morwio and Hugh Bardulf, 
Sewers. The Charter is dated at Claren- 
don, a circumstanoe which, with the wit- 
nesses' names, indicates it, all but cer- 
tainly, to have passed in January 1187. 

^^ Wombridge Chartulary, Appendix 
No. ir. At the date of this BuU, Hugh 
de Novant, Bishop Elect of Lichfield and 
Coventry, had not been consecrated. 

"' Ibidem, Tit BrocUm and Sutton^ 
No. ciij. This Confirmation must have 
passed between 1187 and 1190. 

"7 Ibidem, No. qj. This Charter, as 



transcribed in the Chartulary, purports 
to be by " Henry** Bishop af Coventry. 
As no such Prelate sat till the 19th Cen- 
tury, we have again an instance of the 
errors committed by Transcribers when 
they have attempted to identify any name 
represented in an original deed only by 
its initial letter. The witnesses of this 
Charter prove it to have been by Hugh 
de Novant. 

*** Ibidem, No. cij. 

i» Ibidem, TU. Lopinion, No. vij. 
Dated " in the year when a Council was 
celebrated by John the Cardinal at 
Beading,'* for which, as indicated in the 
text, see M. Paris, iub anmo 1206. 

i» Ibidem, No. vj. 
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Dec. 29, 1258, Ralph the Dean, and the Chapter of Lichfield 
inspected and, for their part, confirmed Bishop Roger^s Charter.^^^ 

April 28, 1262, William the Prior and the Convent of Coventry 
did the same.^^* 

In 1281, some question had arisen as to the Taxation or Or^ 
dination of this Church, i. e, the proportions of its income which 
should be allotted to the Vicar before the Impropriators received 
the residue. The Bishop's Official writes on March 5th to the 
Official of the Archdeacon of Salop, alluding to an inquiry, which 
the latter had been previously ordered to make on the subject, and 
acknowledging the receipt of his report resulting from such inquiry, 
but at the same time stating that he (the Bishop's Official) is not 
thereby fully informed. The Archdeacon's Official is therefore to 
cite the Prior and Canons of Wombridge to appear on a certain 
Saturday,^^ at Stafford, before himself (the Bishop's Official), and 
there in the Church of the Canons (St. Thomas the Martyr's) 
exhibit an instrument, if they nave one, as to the last Taxation of 
Sutton Vicarage. And, not to leave the matter liable to the 
contingency of the Canons producing such a document, — the 
Archdeacon's Official is to cite the Rectors, Vicars, and Chaplains, 
who- live nearest to 'Sutton, and twelve honest Laymen who best 
know the true value of the said Church, to appear before the 
Bishop's Official or his Commissaries, on May 31, in the Parish 
Church of Wombridge, to give information on the point. The 
Archdeacon's Official is also to attend himself, and to inform 
the Prior and Canons that they may attend if they think better to 

do SO.^24 

The truth is, I suppose, that the Priory had no such Instrument of 
Taxation, but in default of Episcopal interference had interpreted 
their right of Appropriation with a view to their own interests. 

lie stringent course proposed by Bishop Roger de Meuland's 
Official does not seem to have led to any immediate result. 

However, on March 15, 1285, a Charter of that Prelate settles the 
matter and embodies the particulars of his " Ordination of the 
Vicarage of Sutton juxta Bruges." — viz. — 

'^ The Vicar for the time being shall have a sufficient House on 
the Glebe [in solo ecclesiastico) , and half-a-virgate of land: also 
all Mortuaries, the tithe of hay in Sutton and Hadyngton, the tithes 



^ Ibidem, Tit, Broeton and Sutton, 
No. dy,— corrected by Harl. MSS. 3868, 
fo.4. 



'* Ibidem, No. cr. 

^ IHe Sabhati qua caniatur ScUientes. 

^^ Ibidem, No. xcviij. 
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of wool, lambs, young swine, colts, caives, white-honey, geese, 

apples, and pannage ; also tithes of gardens and crofts under spade 

culture (pede cultorum), and all oblations and offerings at the Altar 

however arising ; also all tithes of fisheries, mills, and of wood sold 

within the Parish ; and the tithes of flax and hemp. — 

The Vicar shall bear all expenses attaching to the exercise of his 

office, and the Hectors bear all charges ordinary or extraordinary, 

which lie upon the Church."^^^ 

In 1291, the Church of Sutton Madok is valued at £4. ISs. 4d.^^ 

May 8, 1320, Bishop Walter (de Langton) having recently made 

Visitation of the Archdeaconry of Salop, certifies that he found 

the Priory of Wombridge, Impropriators of this Church; that 

the Canons being summoned to exhibit their title thereunto 

had done so to his complete satisfaction. The Bishop therefore 

dismisses them as the true and Canonical Rectors of this 
Church.127 

In the year 1315, the Archdeacon of Salop visiting Sutton 
Church, heard that the Canons of Wombridge had withdrawn two 
processional candles which they were bound to maintain in the 
Chancel of the said Church. The Parishioners, represented by 
Roger Brusebon and two others, moved a suit in the Archidiaconal 
Court against the Canons. A sentence releasing them from the 
alleged obligation was given in full Chapter at Newport on Nov. 4, 
1315, and certified by the Archdeacon's Official.^^^ 

In 1341, though the Taxation of Sutton Church stood at 7 merks 
(£4. ISs, 4(/.), the Assessors of t?ie ninth, only rated the Parish at 
£S, because the small tithes, oblations, glebe, and other spiritualities 
of the Church went to make up the greater sum, and had nothing 
to do with the ninth ; and because the Vicar had half-a-virgate of 
land, and because four virgates of land lay untilled.^^* 

The Canons of Wombridge obtained other confirmations of their 

Chartered and Impropriate rights at Sutton, viz. from Bishop Robert 

(de Stretton), dated at Heywode, July 25, 1362, from Bishop John 

(Bourghill), dated at Eccleshall Castle, Sept. 21, 1400, and from 

Thomas (Fitz Alan), Archbishop of Canterbury, dated at Lambeth, 
Feb. 8, 1401.130 



^ Ibidem, No. xdx and c compared. 

>» Taxatio Papa Kick, p. 248.— J>«- 
eanaius Nooi Burgi. 

137 Wombridge Chartular j, Tit, Broeton 
and Sutton, No. ctI. Dated at Edgmond, 



May 8, 1320. 

«« Ibidem, No. ex. 

^ Inquiiitianes Nonarvm, p. 184. 

"0 WombridgeCbartulary,2VY.J5roc^{Mi 
and Sutton, Nos. cvij, CTiij, cix. 
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The Vabr BcclmasHcus of 1534^, by some extraordinary 
accident, omits to notice this Church under the Deanery of Newport* 
The Prior of Wombridge acknowledges however his receipt erf the 
'^ tithes of the Church of Sutton Madok," amounting to £&. 6». 8rf. 
per wmam}^^ 

The Minister's Accounts of 1536-7, give the Ferm of this Rectory, 
with the Tithes of Brockton, as together worth £A. per anmm?^^ 



BAELY INCUMBENTS. 

B.ADULT THB Clerk, the Incombent of 1187, was probably the 
last resident Rector of Sutton. He seems to have been followed by 
the Deputies of Wombridge Priory, styled at first Chaplains or 
Priests, and afterwards Vicars. Thus we have between 1194 and 
1219 mention of Hugh, Chaplain of Sutton or of Brockton, and 
also notices of one Richard, called indifferently Chaplain of 
Sutton or Priest of Brockton. 

In the next twelve years we hear of Philip the Chaplain as 
an occupier of land at Harrington, and find him attesting deeds as 
" Sir Philip, Chaplain of Sutton." 

Prom 1231, for thirty years, we find repeated mention of 
Nicholas, at first called Priest (Sacerdos), then Chaplain of Sutton^ 
and lastly Yicar of the same. 

Then, between 1265 and 1280, Henrt de Ideshale, Chaplain, a 
benefactor to Wombridge Priory, seems to be identical with Henry, 
Vicar of Sutton, and with " Sir Henry, Vicar of Brockton." 

In the last twenty years of the Century, Sir William, Chaplain 
of Sutton, occurs.^^ 

On April 12, 1302, the Bishop sequestered the Vicarage of 
Sutton in the Archdeaconry of Salop, for some cause which does not 
appear. The Dean of Newport is ordered, out of the income of the 
Vicarage, to provide for due service of the Church. 

Thomas, Vicar op Sutton Madok, having died January 7, 1330, 
John de Opynton, Chaplain, is admitted to the "Vicarage on 
Feb. 18th following, at presentation of the Prior and Convent of 



ni Valor Scclencuticus, iii, 194. Presentation by the Crown to Sutton 



^ ilfoiMM^icoA, yi, 891, No.ii, iVioro^ 
de Wombridge, 

^ Wombridge Chartulary, passim, 
Mr. Dukes {AnHqadties, p. 195) quotes 
the Close Bolls of 80 Hen. Ill, for a 

II. 19 



Church. I cannot find the entry on the 
original Boll ; but,whatever the authority 
for such a Presentation, I think that some 
other Sutton must be meant. 
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Wombridge. Sir John de Opynton died Ang. 15^ 1345, and on 
December 23 following : — 

John de Lawelete^ Deacon^ was admitted on the same presen- 
tation. On his resignation, Dec. 22, 1351, Brother Thomas de 
Eton, Canon of Wombrogg and Priest, was admitted on presen- 
tation of his Convent,^^ 



dtotltton. 



St6c (a village, or place of habitation) and tun (a town or 
inclosTire) are the two words hitherto supposed to enter into this 
compound.^ 

The redundancy of signification which thus arises suggests 
however another etymology, and that more consistent with pro- 
nunciation. 

•J 

The Saxon word Stoc (with the unaccentuated or short o) 
means " the stock '' or '^ trunk of a tree " and so " wood '' or 
'^ fuel ^' generally. 

Stockton therefore signifies ^'the town of thewood,'^ and so involves 
precisely the same ideas as another and still more common Saxon 
name, now written Wootton or Wotton, but anciently Wudeton or 
Wodeton. 

Domesday thus notices the Manor in question. — 

''The same Gerard holds Stochetone; and Hugo (holds it) of 
him ; Eduin and Ordui held it (in King Edward^s time) for two 
Manors, and were Free Men. Here is i hide geldable. There is 
arable land sufficient for iii ox-teams. In demesne there is half-a- 
team, and (there are) i serf and i villain and i boor with half-a-team. 
In Eong Edward's time the Manor was worth xii shillings (per 
annum) : now it is worth iiii shillings.'' * 

I have no evidence of Hamo Peverel having had any concern in 
Stockton as Successor of Gerard de Tornai. like other Tomai 

^ Lichfield BegiBter, 9ub annis. 



1 BugdaU't JTarwiokthire (Thomas), I * Domesday^ fo. 269, a 1. 
208, 340. I 
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Escheats, the Manor next appears as held m capite of the Crown, 
and by Serjeantry of service at Shrawardine Castle. 

The earliest Crown-Tenants had name from the place, but the 
documents in which they occur are so little connected, that I 
attempt no fuller account of their succession than will be implied 
by citing those documents in chronological order. 

About 1196, Adam de Stocton, with Robert and Gilbert his 
Brothers, attests a Charter of the second William Fitz Alan to 
Reyner de Lee.^ 

At Michaelmas 1196, Adam de Stocton and Matilda his wife 
had fined two merks with the King, that they might have trial 
against Bichard Pechie concerning half a Enight's-feein Cupton in 
Warwickshire.* 

At Michaelmas 1204, Herbert de Stocton had paid half a merk, 
the sum assessed on 1 hide of land for King John^s fifth scutage, 
which (as I have said before) was levied on Tenants by Serjeantry 
as well as upon Tenants by Knights^ service. 

At Michaelmas 1207, Herbert de Stocton had been amerced, 
apparently by Justices of the Forest. The same thing had recurred 
in 1209.*^ 

Comparing two Rolls of Tenures by Serjeantry, of date about 
1211, 1 find it stated that Matilda de Stocton held land by service 
of finding one serving foot-soldier with a bow, for ward of Shra- 
wardine Castle.* 

About this time Robert de Stocton occurs as second witness of a 
charter quoted under Badger, and the same Robert sat as a Juror 
on a Forest Inquisition, of date about June 1220.^ 

On the 13th of July 1243, a King's Writ ordered an Inquest to 
be held as to the estate of Walter de Stocton, deceased. The Jury 
(among whom were Walter de Kenbricton, William de Sutton, 
and Philip de Stocton) found that Walter had held 4 virgates in 
the vill of Stocton, by service of one foot-soldier with a bow and 
arrows for 15 days at Montgomery; — ^that the tenure was worth 



' Harl. MSS. 1396, fo. 263. 

* Jtot, Pip. 8 Ric. I, Salop. 

* Rot. Pip. 6, 9, 11 John, Salop. 

" Testa de Nevill, fo. 254, and Liber 
Muher Seaccariiy fo. oxxxyij. Other less 
accurate Bolls giye the same redundant 
eyidenoe as to this Serjeantrj, which 
has already been remarked upon under 
Brockton (supra, p. 94, note 4), viz. 



that Herebert de Stoketon holds one hide 
by Serjeantry whilst Matilda de Sutton 
(nc) holds by service of finding a foot- 
soldier for Castle guard. {Testa de Nemlly 
fo. 879, Liher Buber, fo. cxxiij). Two 
phases of the same Tenure are evidently 
embodied in one Boll. 

"* InquisUiones incerti temporis Hen. Ill, 
No. 259. 
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20«. per vminum ; and tiiat Bichaid de Stocton was aon and heir of 
the deceased.® 

On October 27, 1244^ the King reoeired the homage of the said 
Richard/ whose Belief was fixed at 20«.' 

Soon after this it was fonnd that several persons throughout the 
kingdom who held lands by Serjeantry, had aUenated the same, 
wholly or in part, without license of the Crown. A Commission 
accordingly issued in 1246 to Henry de Wingeham, who was at the 
same time appointed Escheator ciira Trent, to make inquest into 
these alienations. He with an associate Knight in each County, 
and a Jury if he pleased, were to inquire into the state of all Ser« 
jeantries. 

Subsequently, and probably on receipt of Wingeham's reports, a 
second Commission issued to Robert Passelewe, Archdeacon of 
Lewes and Treasurer to King Henry III, in virtue of which he 
visited very many Counties to ^^ take fines** or ^^make arreniations^* 
of Serjeantries, that is to provide for the due fulfilment of the ser- 
vices attached to every such tenure, and also to exact and fix an 
annual rent in money as a composition for every illegal alienation. 
Passelewe seems to have taken Shropshire early in his progress, at 
least the Arrentations which he fixed here accrued from March 
1247, while he is found to be in Cambridgeshire and Huntingdon- 
shire in April 1250. 

The results of Passelewe's visit to Shropshire are preserved in 
duplicate. It was found that the '^ Serjeantry of John le Bret 
(which was formerly Henry de Stockton's, in Stockton, for which 
he was bound to provide for the Lord King one serving foot-soldier 
with bow and arrows, for fifteen days, at his own cost, in garrison 
of Shrawardine Castle in time of war, which, service was afterwards 
attorned to Montgomery Castle) was alienated altogether jfrom the 
right heirs.'' It further appeared that Philip de Stocton held 
three-fourths of a virgate, worth 48. per annum, of the said aliena- 
tion and that John le Bret held the residue thereof, being of lOs. 
annual value. — 

John le Bret concluded the following Fine for himself and 
the other Tenant, with the consent of the latter, viz. that they 
would pay 4s. annually (to the Crown) and perform the prescribed 
service.^® 



• InqtUsitions, 28 Hen. Ill, No. 8. 

• Fines, i, 425. 

» Testa de Nemll, foUoB 264, 270. 
Henry de Stocton I imagine to have been 



the original Grantee of the Crown, living 
at a period of which we Lave no Becord 
likely to name him. 
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On the Shropshire Pipe-Roll of Michaelmas 1250^ John leBret^s 
obligations as Tenant of Henry de Stocton^s Seijeantry are re- 
peated^ and he is put in charge for three-and-a-half years' arrears of 
the 49. rent agreed upon. 

About 1251^ an Inquest of Tenures in Brimstree Hundred speaks 
of this Serjeantry as Richard de Stocton's^ values it at 20«. 
per annumy and notes its total alienation to John le Bret.^^ 

What became of the Alienator of this Serjeantry I do not find ; 
but as late as 1259 an entry on the Pipe Roll charges Richard 
Lord of Stockton with an amercement of 8«. 4d, for some non- 
attendance. 

To return to John le Bret. — ^In 1250^ Justices are appointed to 
try a suit of novel disseizen which he had against Oliver^ Parson of 
Stocton Churchy and others concerning a teuement in Stocton.^^ 

At the Assizes of January 1256^ the Brimstree Jurors reported 
John le Bret as failing in due attendance. 

A Seigneury over these Tenants by Seijeantry seems to have 
been granted to the Stranges about the time when the latter 
established their interest in Sutton and Brockton. At the same 
time John le Bret disappears as Tenant; for at the Assises of October 
1272, the Brimstree Jurors reported Philip de Say as holding Little 
Stocton of Robert le Strange (of Sutton), in Serjeantry, for which 
he paid the King 4$. per annum. And this Philip de Say (probably 
identical with Philip de Stocton above mentioned) was Foreman 
of the Jury which sat on Sept. 13, 1276, to inquire as to the estate 
of Robert le Strange who had previously deceased. Again within a 
few years the name of the Tenant of Stockton changes; for in 
12 Edw. I (1288-4), Robert Body had the King's grant of Pree- 
Warren in Little Stocton, and in Herdwyke within the Hundred of 
EUesmere.^^ The Inquisition of 1284 gives a confused account of 
this Manor, the result probably of Fulk le Strange, then a Minor, 
holding it in capite together with Sutton and part of Brockton. 
The Record first says that " Fulco Extraneus holds the Manor of 
Stocton cum Brocton of the King in capite, by service of one 
Elnight for fifteen days, to go with the King into Wales at his own 
cost ;" and that " the same Pulco pay 4*. per annum for purpresture.'* 
It afterwards says that ^^ Robert Body holds Little Stocton (by 
seijeantry of finding one foot-soldier for forty days at his own cost 
with a bow and four arrows) of the King in capite "^^ 

" Ibidon, fo. 276. | » Bot Cart. OBlendar, p. 118. 

" JPtOeni, 84 Hen. Ill, dono. I ^* Eirby's Quut. The alleged EDight*B 



146 



STOCKTON. 



Nov. 20, 1289, Robert Bodi of Stocton, and Hawise his wife, 
purchased for seven merks the messuage and all the land which 
Richard Fitz Yvo of Brocton had in the vill of Brocton. About 
the same time Robert Bodi attests a Brockton Deed, whereby John, 
the Clerk surrenders his Tenancy to Wombridge Priory.** 

The aggregate service and serjeantry reported by the Brimstree 
Jurors of 1292 as due on Sutton, evidently includes Fulk le 
Strangers particular liability in respect of Stockton. 

At these Assizes however Robert Body the Tenant was questioned 
as to his right of Free- Warren in his demesne lands at Stockton. 
Not at first appearing, his alleged right of Warren was ordered to be 
escheated, but he afterwards came forward and pleaded the King's 
Charter, and so was dismissed sine die}^ 

The Feodary of 1316, makes no distinct mention of Stockton, 
evidently because it was deemed to be involved in Fulk le Strangers 
Tenure of Sutton. 

. In Edward lIPs time the estates of Strange of Blackmerein this 
quarter are described as including the Manors of Sutton Madoc, 
Brokton, Norton, Little Stokton, and Muchel Stokton;^^ and I have 
somewhere seen the last place written as Chirche-Stockton. 



EWDNESS. 



V * 



This vUl, probably a member of the Domesday Manor of Stockton, 
became detached there&om, whilst (in the twelfth century) both 
were in the hands of the King. 

It afterwards constituted a distinct Serjeantry^ the service attached 
to which was that the Tenant should accompany the Sheriff of 
Shropshire when, twice every year, the latter conveyed the Ferm 
or revenue of the County to the Exchequer, the King paying the 
said Tenant's charges. 



serrioe and the duty of accompanying the 
King into Wales must have been sug- 
gested by the older and perhaps thus 
modified tenure of Sutton. The 4f . jpur^ 
prestvre was the arrentation due on 
Stockton. Robert Body did not hold 
in capUey nor was his serrioe for forty 
days, but only for fifteen. 

M Wombridge Chartulary, TU, Brocton, 
Kos. ii, li. 

^ PlacUa Corona^ 20 £dw. I, memb. 
23. 



V Inquisition, 37 Edw. Ill, 2d Nos. 7. 
Another writ relating to the same matter 
(a grant of View of Frankpledge) seems to 
mention in addition to these possessions 
of Le Strange, the Manors of Buyton, 
Bekkebury, and Huggeford (Calendar, 
▼ol. ii, p. 263). These never belonged in 
any way to Strange of Blackmere, and it 
is evident that there has been some tam- 
pering with the Becord. The words 
Buyton and Bekkebury are written on 
erasures. 
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Thus in 1211^ waa Walter d'Eudinas holding the Manor iti 

This is the same Walter d^Eadinas who has already appeared 
attesting a Badger deed in 1227. 

Before 1255^ Kalph d^Eudinas was Tenant of this Seijeantry; 
He seems to have enfeoffed the Prior of St. John's Hospital at 
Brug in half-a-virgate thereof. The Jurors of the Liberty of Brug 
reported this alienation in that year.^^ 

13 Sept. 1276, Nicholas, Clerk of Endinas, was a Juror on the 
Inquest concerning the estate of Bobert le Strange of Sutton and 
Stockton. 

I find no further mention of this Serjeantry or any probable 
Tenants thereof. I conclude it to have been re-united to Le 
Strangers Tenure. 

STOCKTON CHUECH. 

I have no proof of a Church existing here before the thirteenth 
Century, but there is a strong probability that the Foundation was 
much earlier. 

.In 1291, the Church of Stocton with its Chapel (or Chapels) was 
returned as annually worth £4s, ISs. 4^. besides a pension of Gs, Sd! 
which the Prior of St. Guthlac of Hereford received therefrom.^ 

The only Chapel which I can suggest to be here indicated is 
Boningale, which remains to this day a member of the Church of 
Stockton. 

Now Boningale, at the time of Domesday and for nearly two 
centuries afterwards, was manorially a member of Higford, and the 
latter was in the Parish of Stockton. The Lacis who held Higford 
under the Norman Earl had, before Domesday, given that Manor 
to one of their principal Feoffees : but at the same period (1085-6)^ 
these Lacis were zealous in the endowment and re-establishment 
of Hereford Priory. That House, dedicated to St. Guthlac, held 
pensions afterwards in very many Churches of De Laci^s Fief. 

I doubt not therefore that De Laci, Seigneural Lord of Higford, 
was Founder or Co-Founder of Stockton Church, at a period very 
shortly subsequent to Domesday , and that St. Guthlac's pension was 



u J^Ha de NeviU, foUo 264. One 
whose name is written Walter de Deuines 
was a juror to try causeB of Orand 
Auixe at Salop in 1221. I doubt not 



that he was the indiyidual under no- 
tice. 

» ItoL Sund. ii, 59. 

" JPope Ifich, Taxation, p. 248. 
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either a composition in lieu of tithes of Higford^ previously granted 
to the Priory, but afterwards resigned to this Church, or else that it 
was an acknowledgment reserved by the Prior on his quitting some 
right of Advowson at Stockton or Boningale, of which he may have 
had a previous grant. 

In 1341, the Taxation of Stockton Church stood at seven-and-a- 
half merks (£5), a sum which included the aforesaid pension. 

The Parish was however assessed only at five merks to the ninth, 
the usual deductions in respect of small tithes, glebe, offerings, and 
other spiritualities having been allowed in reckoning the assess- 
ment, as also a murrain which had recently destroyed the sheep 
of the district.*^ 

In 1534, the Rectory of Stoketon with the Chapel of Bonynghal 
in the Deanery of Newport, was valued at £14> which sum was 
chargeable with 6^. Sd. for Procurations and 2s. Sd. for Synodals, 
but with no pension of the kind before described.^' 



BAALT mCUHBENTB. 

NiCHOLASj Chaplain of Stocton, attests a deed already cited 
under Badgerj^ and which passed early in the thirteenth Century. He 
will hardly have been more than a Deputy of the then Incumbent. 

OLiV£a> Parson of Stocton, has also been mentioned under date 
of 1250, and must be identical with that Oliver de Stocton who 
stands first witness to a nearly contemporary deed of Madoc de 
Sutton,^ 

William db Hugforb, Clerk, was instituted Hector of this 
Church by Commission, on May 31, 1321. On Oct. 30 following, he 
had license to study for a year, and on Nov. 5, had letters dimissory 
for Junior Orders and the Orders of Subdeacon and Deacon. On 
March 18, 1323, he had further license for a year's study and 
non-residence, and on Feb. 14, he had a still further dispensation 
for another year, to commence on March 18 following.^ He 
occurs as Rector about 1343. 

Walter db Hugforb, Rector of Stockton, died in 1369, and on 
November 12, in that year, Philip de Harust, Priest, late Rector of 
Stirchley, was presented by Walter de Hugford, Lord of Hugford. 
He died in 1379 on the 4th of July, in which year Master Thomas 
DE Kyrkeby, Priest, was presented by William de Hugford.^^ 



^ InquiHtionei Nonturum^ p. 18i. 
» Vahr Eeclesiatticut, iii, 187. 

3S 



Supra, p. 120. 



^ Lichfield Begisters, sub aunU. 
» Blakcway»8 MSS. 
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Thb etymology of this word is obvious. — At an unrecorded period, 
earlier than the days of King Edward the Confessor, the '^ town^' 
was possessed or founded by some Saxon " Alberic/' The latter 
name, variously written and pronounced as Alberic, Albrecht, 
Albert, or Aubrey, is fundamentally the same, and has its exact 
equivalent in the Latin word Praclarus or in the Greek Tlefiifavvic. 

The Manor is thus described in Domesday : — 

The same Normannus holds Albricstone. Algar and Godhit held 
it (in time of King Edward) for two Manors. Here is one hide 
and-a-half geldable. The (arable) land is (sufficient) for iiii ox- 
teams. In demesne are iii such teams ; and (there are) xiii ser& 
and III villains and iii boors with i team. Here is a wood which 
will &tten 100 swine : but at present it is in the King's hand. In 
time of King Edward, the Manor was valued at xxi shillings (per 
annum) . Its present value is xvi shillings. He (Norman) found it 
waste.'' ^ 

I think that the first-named of the two Saxons, who had had an 
interest in Albrighton must have been Algar, Earl of Mercia. His 
possessions in the neighbouring County of StafiFbrdshire were 
extensive, and included Fattingham, a Manor not far distant from 
Albrighton. Earl Algar's Staffordshire Fief was generally retained 
by King William the Conqueror in demesne. Hence perhaps, the 
Domesday mention of a wood at Albrighton, so singularly excepted 
from the jurisdiction of the Palatine Earl of Shropshire.^ 

Norman Venator (for such was the designation of the Domesday 
Lord of Albrighton) held seven Manors under Earl Roger. His 
profession, perhaps also the service by which he held his lands, is 
implied by his name. With his Brother Roger, also called Venator, 
he has been mentioned as attending the Consecration of Quatford 
Church in 1086, and he further appears to have been living after 
the succession of Earl Hugh (1093), and to have been a Benefactor 



^ Dometda^f, fo. 259| a. 2. 
' This wood waa, I doubt not, retained 
by the King with a yiew to the integrity 



or enlargement of the neighbouring Forest 
of Brewood ; of which, as aBoyal Forest, 
I have yet to speak. 
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to Shrewsbury Abbey. The locality of twd of his Domesday 
Manors is somewhat imcertam^ but in the five which can be 
better identified he seems to have been succeeded by the family of 
Fichford; whom I therefore conclude to have been his heirs. These 
Fichfords continued for two centuries to hold the Fief of Norman 
Venator, immediately of the Crown. Albrighton was its reputed 
Caput, and the whole constituted a tenure held by service of one 
Enight's-Fee, and was so assessed to the various Sctdcyea and Aids 
which were levied during that period. 

Of Ralph de Fichford, who distinguished himself and added to his 
possessions by services rendered to King Henry I at the siege of 
Brug in 1102, I have already spoken. All that I can further say 
of him is^ that he attests a very ancient deed, in the time of Henry I 
or Stephen, which concerns land in this neighbourhood. Mention 
has also been made, under Ryton, of Richard and Engelard, pre- 
sumed to have been the two sons of Ralph de Fichford. Richard 
de Fichford seems to have died before 1157, leaving a son and 
heir, another Richard, whose wardship (he being a Minor and a 
Tenant in capite) was then purchased of the Crown by his Uncle 
Engelard. 

Though, as will presently appear, this minority must have been 
very brief, it left Engelard de Stretton possessed of a considerable 
interest in his Nephew's lands. I shall quote instances of this 
elsewhere, but here will mention only the following peculiar cir- 
cumstance.— In the year 1167 (when Richard de Fichford had long 
attained his majority), the town of Albrictone had been amerced in 
the sum of one merk for some breach of the Forest-Laws, which had 
been adjudicated upon in the recent Iter of Alan de Nenll. The 
fine is however described on the Fipe-Roll as being set upon the 
town of " Albrictone Engerardi" i. e. Engelard's Albrighton, as 
though Engelard was then its owner, while it is clear, from other 
evidence, that if still interested there, he could only have been so 
interested as a Tenant. 

This Richard de Fichford, of whom we are principally speaking, 
was he, who having acquired or inherited an interest in the neigh- 
bouring Manor of Cospelford (Cosford), granted to the Abbey of 
Buildwas the whole service of Richard Crasset therein.^ 

Richard de Pichford's grant to Haghmon Abbey is all that I can 
further say of him. It has been already set forth, and, at the time 

' Monatiioon^ t, 359 ; itI. 
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of its passing (before 1172)^ Hugh^ the son and heir of Uichard, 
was old enough to be a consenting party .^ 

On Richard's deaths in or before 1176^ this same Hugh succeeded 
him^ and, whether a Minor or not, obtained his Livery by pay- 
ment of 100 shillings relief to the Crown.^ 

In 1185, Hugh de Pikeford had been fined 40«. by Justices of 
the Forest, for not producing those for whom he was Surety. He 
had paid the fine^ and was quit. 

At Michaelmas 1194 the Scutage {or King Richard's redemp- 
tion having been collected, Hugh de Pichford had paid 20s, on that 
account, the sum assessed on every Knight's-Fee held in capite. 

In 1195 he was assessed similarly for King Richard's second 
Scutage in support of the French wars. This Charge is entered on 
the Sheriff's RoU of 1196^ and had been paid before Michaelmas 
1197. 

At the latter period King Richard's third Scutage had been put 
in charge. It was at the same rate for each Knighf s Fee and was 
again for the Army of Normandy. It was assessed upon, and paid 
by, Hugh de Pichford. 

In the years 1199, 1201-3-3-4-5-6, he was successively charged 
with the seven first scutagea of King John; but some of these 
assessments imply a composition in lieu of personal service, and are 
in excess of the current assessment on a single Knight's-Fee, e, g. 
he was charged 40^. in 1199, though the current rate was £1. 6s. Sd. 
per fee; he was charged five merks (£3. 6s. Sd,) in 1203, the 
rate being again £1, 6s. Sd, ; he was charged six merks in 1204, 
the rate being two-and-a-half merks; and he was charged three 
merks in 1206, the rate being one-and-a-half merks. 

Thus much as an instance of the heavy and constant exactions 
with which King John impoverished and disgusted the Feudatories 
of his Crown. — 

Amongst Fines made in the year 1199, with Hugh de NeviU, 
Justice of the Forest, I find one of twelve merks contracted by 
Hugh de Pichford. It was, that he might assart forty acres of his 
own land at Pichford and twenty acres in his wood of Bruwude 
(Brewood). 

In 1211, he was returned as a Knight, holding one fee by military 
service, of the Crown, his lands being worth £8. per annum.^ 



^ Supra, Vol. I, p. 358. 

» Rot. Pip, 22 Ueiiiy II, Salop. 



The 
Pipe Bolls are also my authority for the 



succeeding statements of the text. 
• Testa de NevUl, fo. 252. 
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And about this time he died^ leaving by his wife Burga^ daughter 
and sole heir of Ralph de BaskerviUe/ a son Balph^ who succeeded 
him. 

I have already noticed this Ralph, as having succeeded about 
1212, to his Tenure by Serjeantry at Little Brug. In 1214, when 
the Scutage of Poitou was put in charge, at the rate of three merks 
on each Knight's -Fee, this Ralph paid his due proportion of £2. on 
the same.® And thus he continued to be assessed to various 
Scuiaffes and Aids in the time of Henry III, and in manner 
following. 

In 1218, he is charged two merks on the first Scutage of that 
King's reign ; in 1221, 10«. on the Scidage of Biham. In 1224, 
he was acquitted of the Scutage of Montgomery, probably in 
respect of personal service, but assessed at the current rate (two 
merks), to that of Bedford. In 1229, he was similarly assessed to 
the Scutage of Keri, and in 1230, at the higher rate of three merks 
to that of Brittany; but Ralph Fitz Nicholas had obtained the 
King's acquittance of half this chaise in his own favour. 

In 1231, Ralph de Fichford is assessed three merks to the 
Scutage of Poitou, and in 1232, £1. to that of Elv^in, each being 
at the current rate for a Knight's Fee. 

In 1235, he was charged two merks for the Aid levied on 
marriage of the King's Sister.* Half of this he paid in September 
1235, " by hand of Geoffi-ey, Provost of Pichford," whilst the balance 
was discharged at Easter 1236, by Adam de Pichford.^^ 

In 1245, he was duly assessed £\. to the Aid, for marriage of 
the King's Daughter, and in 1246, paid three merks, the sum 
chargeable on each Knight's-Fee for the Scutage of Gannok.^^ 

Returning to an earlier period for other incidents in the life of 
Ralph de Pichford, I find him in November 1221, as a Juror of 
causes, tried at Shrewsbury by Grand Assize. In 1232, he fined 



7 Bj this marriage, Hugo de Pichford 
and his wife became, in 5 John (1203-4), 
mesne Tenants of a Knight's Fee in Her- 
berbury and Chesterton (Warwickshire) 
held of the Earls Ferrers. See Dwgdal^s 
Warwickshire^ under *Herberbury* (p. 
854, Thomas's Edition) for further par- 
ticulars. 

" Eot. Pip. 16 John, Salop. The 
name of Hugo de Fichford had in the 
first instance been entered on this Boll, 



but the name "Hug" was crossed out 
and "Bad" written orer apparently by 
the same Clerk who engrossed the Boll. 
In the reign of Henry III, such accuracy 
came to be disregarded. 

' Eot, Pip, de eisdem anitw, Salop. 

^ Teeta de NeviU, fos. 279, 277, the 
proper order of the documents being in- 
yerted on the Becord. 

^^ Bot Pip. de eiedem amma. 
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409. with the Crown for the privilege of holding a Market and 
Fair at hia Manor of Albrihtton, and obtained the King's Charter 
thereof.^* 

A document of the year 1234^ exhibits this Ralph de Picheford 
as staking largely for some contingent advantage likely to result 
from an Irish Wardship. He gave the King three hundred merks 
to have marriage of the heirs^ and custody of the lands, late John 
Fitz Deremot's^ in Ireland^ until the said heirs should be of age. 
The King, having taken security for payment of this fine in 
England, enjoined Maurice Fitz Oerold, Justice of Ireland, to give 
Ralph the necessary seizin. The King's writ bears date at Reading 
22d August 1234; and on 16th Feb. following, another writ issued 
to the Barons of the Exchequer, allowing that payment of Ralph de 
Picheford's fine should be at the rate of twenty-five merks half- 
yearly.^* 

Tenure-Rolls of the years 1240 and 1251, exhibit Ralph de 
Pichford's Tenancy in Albrighton as immediately under the Crown,^^ 
but without further particulars, except that the former Roll in- 
cludes Ryton with Albrighton, a circumstance already remarked 
upon. 

On Oct. 5, 1252, Ralph de Pichford was dead, for then did Ralph 
Fitz Nicholas fine 100 merks with the King for custody of his land 
and heir, as well as for marriage of the latter.^^ 

The Inquest on his death does not seem to have been held till the 
following year, that is, in obedience to the King's writ of diem 
clausit e/vtremum, dated 20th April, in the 37th year of his reign. 
Besides Ralph de Pichford's Tenures at Dunethe and Lynne in 
Ireland, and those at Pichford and Little Brug, the Jurors found 
him to have held Albricton of the King, by service of one knight 
for eight days, and that John, his son and next heir, was sixteen 
years of age. 

I shall show under other Shropshire localities the incompleteness 
of this Inquisition, and that Ralph de Pichford was possessed of 
interests not therein enumerated.^^ 

In 1254, he, or rather his estate, was charged 40s. to the Aid for 
Knighting the King's eldest son ; and a similar sum in 1260 for the 



tt Sot. Pip. 16 Hen. Ill, Salop; Sot. 
Cart. 16 Hen. Ill, memb. 16. 

tt Bot. Fin. Tol. i, pp. 268, 274; and 
Bot. JPip. 18 Hen. Ill, Salop. 

14 Testa de NeviU, foe. 206, 274. 



u Sot. Hn. ii, 141. 

^ Out of ShropBhire he was holding 
in 1252 the Ferrers' Fee at Herberbury 
above mentioned. (BugdaU^e Warwick" 
ahire^ p. 354.) 
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Scutage of Wales.^^ Meanwhile John de Pichford^ though ooenrring 
as a Minor in 1255^ must have arrived at his full age. I find little 
to say of him during the troubled period which ensued. When the 
King's army stood summoned to meet at Worcester^ on July 1^ 
1277, John de Pychford, Knight, acknowledged his service due on 
a Knight's Fee at Albricton, and was ready to discharge it in 
person.^® 

On March 27, 1278, he was among the principal Knights of the 
County, who made perambulation between the Bishop of Hereford's 
lands in Esthampton, and those of Peter Corbet in Wentnor.^* 

On January 28, 1281, he was one of the four Knights who made 
Inquest aud report as to the ruinous condition of Brug Castle. 

The King's Army being under summons to meet at Bhuddlan on 
Aug. 2, 1282, against the Welsh, John de Pichford attended in 
acknowledgment of his Tenure, but afterwards departed in conse- 
quence of infirmity,^ 

In 1284, he is entered as holding the Manor of Albricton with 
Hunfreyston, Wystan (Whiston), and Bispeston (Bishton), by one 
Knighfs Fee, and bv accompanying the King into Wales in time of 
war, for forty days at his own charges." 

In 1285, the Escheator was ordered to seize into the King's hand, 
the estate of John de Pichford deceased.^^ The King's writ of 
diem clausit extremum, dated April 13, 1285, and addressed to the 
same Officer, resulted in an Inquisition held at Pichford, on the 
25th of the same month. The Jurors estimated the vill of Albryton, 
held in capite by one Knight's fee, as realizing £5. 14^. 8d. per 
annum. They also gave account of the tenure of the deceased at 
Pichford, and reported his son and heir Ralph to be of AiU age. 
This Inquisition proved to be unsatisfactory, as well it might. The 
King, in a writ, dated May 6 foUowing, orders his Escheator to 
''make more diligent enquiry," and a second Inquest sat tt 
Albrighton on the 24th of the same month. The Manor of 
Albrighton, with the Advowsons of Albrighton and Byton, were in 
this instance estimated at £10. 8^. 6£?. annual value, and the Jurors 
gave account also of Tenures at Lee Brockhurst and Cantlop, and 



17 Eot Pip. 38 and 44 Hen. Ill, Salop. 
In each case the assessment is charged to 
the name of Balph de Pichford. At this 
period the SetUoffe BolU are no longer a 
guide as to the Gliristian name of an 
individual Tenant in e€ipite. 



» JParUameniary Writs, i, 203. 
» HcEreford Begiater (Cantilnpe), fo. 
xxij, a. 
» jParliameniar^ WriU^ i, 233, 237. 
^ Kirhy's QuesL 
^ Orv»»a2ta, 13 £dw. J, memb. 6. 
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of a rent payable by Philip de Beckbury (one of themselves)^ all of 
which had been the property of the deceased.^ 

Margaret^ wife of John de Pichford^ survived him^ and had her 
dower both in Albrighton and Pichford. In 1292^ she was sued for 
estovers in Pichford Wood^ by Richard de Eton^^ and at the same 
time, under designation of " Mai^aret de Albrygton/^ was reported 
by the firimstree Jurors to hold £7. of lands in Albrygton of the 
King in capite, and to be^ as to any second marriage^ at the King's 
disposal.^^ 

In .1304, Margaret de Picheford complained to the King of 
having suffered a redisseizin at the hands of Roger Carles and 
William the Beadle of Brimstree, from whom, in the King's Court 
at Bruges, she had recovered seizin of eleven merks annual rent in 
Albrighton. The usual writ to the Sheriff issued accordingly, viz. 
to examine into the truth of the complaint, and if it were well 
grounded, to arrest the Defendants.^ 

I must now speak of Ralph de Pichford, son and heir of John, as 
of the last of his line who had any interest in Albrighton. In 
1292, he was reported by the Brimstree Jurors as holding a Knight's 
Fee, being of full age, and yet not a Elnight, whereupon he ^as put 
down as in misericordid. He was also a Defaulter in due atten- 
dance at the Assizes then held ; but his right of assizing bread and 
beer, and of holding a Market and Fair at Albrighton being called 
in question, he came forward and pleaded the Charter of King 
Henry III, which granted the said market and Fair to Ralph, his 
Ancestor. He also submitted that the other privileges in question 
were appurtenant to those thus granted. Both pleas seem to have 
been admitted by the Court.^ 

On May 31, 1295, styling himself Lord of Albrighton^ this Ralph 
grants to William de Parco de Ettingestal, two Burgages in the 
town of Albrighton, which he (Ralph) had of the Escheat of Ysabel 
le Persone of Albrighton. — To hold with right of common pasture, 
at a rent of one rose, payable on the feaert of St. John Baptist's 
Nativity.^ 

Pursuant to the King's Writ, dated at Portsmouth May 27, 1297, 



» In^niaUioiu, 13 Edw. I, No. 14. 

^ Dukes'9 Amtiqmtie*, p. 28a 

» Flaeita CoromM^ 20 Edw. I, memb. 
22. 

^ OriginaUa^ i, 136. 

^ Flaeita Conma, 20 Edw. I, memb. 
22. 



* 'B]A]iewayMS8.fromOtlei/JEkndencef, 
The deed is tested by John de Benmes, 
JohnUmfrejt Nicholas Carles, John Clerk 
of Bishton, John Fits Henry of Bishton. 
The Seal has a ooat of anns-— Semee of 
croBs-crosslets, a cinque-foil yoided. 
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Ralph de Picheford was returned by the Sheriff of Shropshire as 
one of those who held twenty lAbraies of lands and rents in the 
County^ and who consequently^ were under summons to muster at 
London on July 7 following, with horses and arms, ready to accom- 
pany the King over sea«^' 

This is the latest notice which I have of Ralph de Pichford, ere 
yet he dissipated his fine inheritance. Within three years of 
this time he sold his Manor of Albrighton to John, Baron Tregoz 
of Ewyas Harold (Heref) ; and the latter dying on August 21, 1300, 
was found by Inquisition to have been fiiUy seized thereof.^ 

John de Tregoz had had two daughters, Clarice and Sibil. 
Clarice the elder, having been wife of Roger de la Warre and 
Mother of John de la Warre, was at this time deceased : Sibil the 
younger was still living and the wife of Sir William Orandison. 
John de la Warre and the said Sibil were therefore found to be 
Coheirs of Sir John Tregoz. A suit arose between them as to 
partition of his Estates, which was finally settled in 1302, by award 
of Parliament.^^ Thus did the Manor of Albrighton fall to the 
estate of John de la Warre. 

In the year 1303, John de la Warre memorialized King Edward I, 
as to certain privileges which he claimed by prescription in this 
Manor, viz. View of Frank-pledge, a market every Tuesday, and a 
Fair of four days' duration (the vigil, the day of, and the two 
days succeeding the Feast of the Translation of St. Thomas the 
Martyr, t. e. July 6, 7, 8, and 9, in each year). The King issued 
a writ of Certiorari to the Sheriff, who, after assembling a Jury at 
Donington, on June 25, reported that Ralph de Pichford, who sold 
the Manor to Sir John Tregoz, had the said right of Market, and 
a right of Fair for three days, also View of Frank-pledge twice in 
the year over his own Burgesses, but not over the other Tenants 
of the Manor, — that the said Ralph exercised these privileges 
all the time while he was Lord, and that so his Ancestors had done 
from time whereof memtory was not.^* 

In conformity with this report, the King's Charter issued in the 
same year, limiting the Fair to the 6th, 7th, and 8th days of July, 
and fixing that two Courts for the View of Frank-pledge should be 
held in the Quinzaines of Easter and Michaelmas annually.^ 

The Feodary of 1316, duly returns John de la Ware as Lord of 



» ParUamentary WHU, i, 291. 

^ Inquisitions, 28 Edward I, No. 



43. 



" Parliamentary Writs, i, 131. 
" Inquisitions, 81 Edw. I, No. 53. 
« Bot Cart. 31 Edw. I, Nos. 24, 25. 
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Albrighton,** but I must refer elsewhere for an account of his 
career^ civil and military, as well as for the annals of the great 
Baronial house which he represented.*^ 

I add some extracts relating to the Under-Tenants of this 
Manor. — 

In 1180, Siward son of Siward is assessed 2«. for purpresture.^ 

In 1188, Siward de Albrinton and Richard de Albrinton had 
each paid an amercement of Is. to the Sheriff of Staffordshire. 

In 1228, Elyas de Aunbritun and William Russel of Brockton 
are Sureties for a second William Bussel. 

Jan. 1256, Robert Fitz Agnes de Albritton is a Juror for Brim- 
stree Hundred at Salop Assizes. Thomas de Albricton is also a 
Juror in a Donington law-suit. 

About 1261, William Champeneys of Albriton is on a local 
Jury. 

Jan. 1270, Nicholas Kareles and Burgia his wife and Ranulf de 
Albryton and Alice his wife sold land in Donington to Hugh de 
Beaumes. 

Sept. 1272, at Salop Assizes, Nicholas Careles was a Juror for 
Brimstree Hundred. He occurs also on Juries of April 16, 1273, 
and April 25, 1285, at Astley- Abbots and Pichford. 

At the Assizes of October 1292, Nicolas Carles and Adam le 
Serjant of Albriton were on the Brimstree Jury. 

May 31, 1295, Nicholas Careless is a witness; and July 11, 1296, 
June 6, 1300, and June 12, 1305, Adam le Serjant occurs on 
Juries, accompanied in the last instance by Walter, Clerk of Albriton. 

Roger Careles, whom I take to have been son of Nicholas, seems 
to have bettered the fortunes of his family. — 

As early as November 1293, that is in the lifetime of Nicholas, 
he was Termor of the great Manor of Claverley under the Crown. 
He appears again in that position in 1296. He has already been 
mentioned under dates of 1304, 1316, and 1318, and his- Grant of 
Free- Warren in the latter year extended to lands in Albrighton, 
Ryton, Whiston and Boningale. 

On 30 Dec. 1322, as Custos of certain escheated lands in Wor- 
cestershire and Shropshire, he is ordered to restore those belonging 
to Hugh de Mortimer.87 



^ ParUameiUary Writs, foI. iv, p. 899. 
^ Ibidem, pp. 1582-3, and DugdaWt 
Baronage, toI. ii, pp. 15, 16. 
" JPlacUaForesta, Salop, No. 1. The 



preoedmg name on this BoU is that of 
Morinus, who is assessed Is. {or purpres- 
ture in Dunninton (Donington). 
^ ParUamewtcury Writs, iv, 642. 
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In 13 Ed. II (1319*20)^ he was a CommisBioner for letting waste 
lands in the King's Manor of Ellesmere.^^ 

His attestations of Charters during this period are frequent. All 
that I need further say of him shall presently be related in my 
account of Albrighton Church, to which he was a great Benefactor. 



ALBRIGHTON CHURCH. 

The earliest notice which I have of a Church here is only 
inferential, and consists in the mention of Nicholas, Priest of 
Albriton, about a.d. 1186-7.^* Some Architectural remains indi- 
cate quite as early a period for the foundation. 

In 1291, the Church of Albryhton, in the Deanery of Newport 
and Archdeaconry of Salop, was taxed at £5. 6s, Sd.^ 

About the time when Ralph de Pichford sold his Manor of 
Albrighton to Sir John de Tregoz, he sold the Advowson of the 
Church to Walter de Langton, Bishop of Lichfield and Coventry. 
The latter sale had for some cause or other to be confirmed by 
Fine, and that Pine was levied by special order of the King.*^ It 
bears date at York on the quinzaine of St. Hilary (Jan. 27) 1301, 
and purports to be between the Bishop as Plaintiff (querentem), 
and Ralph dePicheford, Defendant (impedientem), of two acres of 
land in Albrighton, and the Advowson of the Church, whereof was 
a plea of warranty of charter. Ralph acknowledged the Bishop's 
right as of his own (Ralph's) gift, — to hold of the Chief Lords of 
the Fee. For this the Bishop gave one hundred merks ; but an 
Indorsement on the Fine states that William de Grandisone with 
Sibil his wife and John de la Ware put in their claim.** 

Bishop Langton's object in this and other purchases in Shropshire 
shall be spoken of elsewhere. — 

The troubles which beset him about this time were probably 



» Originalia, i, 250. 

^ Supra, p. 112, note. 

« Pope Nich. Tax. p. 248. 

*^ Finet, 29 Edw. I, Salop. This Fine 
is particularly instructi7e as to the Con- 
veyancing Practice of the period. It was 
not the sale itself nor an accompaniment 
thereof, hut a subsequent assurance of 
Title. This we learn from the language 
used in the Bishop's first presentation to 
the Church which took place seven months 
before the Fine was levied. 

^ Apponmmi elameum tmifii.— I suppose 



that they disputed the right of sale, as 
Joint Lords of the Fee, pending the par- 
tition of Tregos' lands, and that they had 
an interest in the matter. Strangers to a 
Fine, deeming themselves to have a right- 
ful claim on the premises conveyed, were 
allowed ^"ve years ailer levy of the Fine, 
wherein they might challenge it. This 
time was extended in certain cases ; but, 
in general, a Fine which had stood for 
five years without question barred all 
subsequent claim. 
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sabversive of still greater designs than some which he actually 
accomplished. He retained the Advowson of Albrighton for a very 
short period^ and Sir John de la Warre presented to the Church 
in 1307. 

On Dec. lOth^ 1326^ an Inquest was ordered to ascertain .if it 
would be to the loss of the Crown^ should the King allow John de 
la Warre to grant an acre of land in Albriton and the Advowson of 
the Church to the Abbot and Convent of Dore, — the said Convent 
to provide three Monks as Chaplains to do daily service in the 
Church of Dore Abbey for the soul of said John and his Ancestors. 
A Jury which sat at Claverley on Jan. 3, 1327, reported that the 
proposed grant would not injure the Crown; that John de la Warre 
held the Manor of Albrighton in capite by one Knight^s fee ; that 
the Church was worth £20. per annum, that the said John had 
various other estates, such as the Castle of Ewias Harald, the Manor 
of Manchester worth £200. a year, &c. Sec., in Lincolnshire, 
Gloucestershire, and Northamptonshire.*^ 

On May 2, 1332, a King's Writ orders a Jury to inquire 
whether it would be to the King's injury if Roger Careles had 
license to grant a messuage, sixty acres of land, and 20«. annual 
rent in Albrighton to a Chaplain, who should perform daily service 
in honour of the Blessed Virgin, and for the souls of said Roger 
and all the faithful departed, at the Altar of the same Virgin in the 
Church of St. Mary at Albrighton. 

The Jury which sat at Shrewsbury on June 10 following, re- 
ported favourably of the proposed grant ; that the land, &c., were 
held of John le Wares, Lord of Albrighton, by annual service of a 
rose; that the whole wajs worth 33«. ^. per annum; that a 
messuage, two carucates of land and certain rents would remain to 
Roger in Albrighton and Ritton (Ryton) after the proposed 
Conveyance ; that these last premises were held of John de la Ware 
by service of 6*. annually, and that they were amply sufficient to 
discharge all customs and services due thereon.** 

In 1341, the Church of Albrighton stood at the old Taxation of 
eight merks (£5. Qs. 8£?.), but the Parish was assessed only at five 
merks, for the Ninth of its Corn, Wool, and Lamb. The reasons 
of the diflference were, because the Abbot of Buildwas had three 
carucates of land iu the Parish on which he did not pay corn-tithe, 
but 10s. in lieu thereof; also because the glebe, oflferings, small 

^ InquinHons, 20 Edward II, Ko. I ^ InqmsiHons, 6 Edw. Ill, 2d Nos. 
42, So. 115. 
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tithes^ tithes of Mills, and other Spiritualities were very valuable, 
and did not belong to the Ninth proposed to be collected.*^ 

In 1534, the Vicarage of Albrighton (of which Thomas Wedouse, 
Clerk, was then Incumbent) was valued at £6. per annwm^ chargeable 
with* 8«. for Procurations, and 2«. for Synodals. The Abbot of Dore 
also, at the same period, returned the Rectory as worth £6. 13^. 4(/. 
gross annual value.^ 

EABLY INCUMBENTS. 

After Nicholas, Priest of Albriton in 1186-7, I find none till 
William de Picheford, — collated to the Church by Bishop Walter 
de Langton on June 4, 1300. The Advowson belonging to the said 
Bishop by purchase (ex adquisito) . The Archdeacon of Salop was 
to induct. 

Ingelard de Warleye, Priest, had possession of the Church 
committed to him by the Bishop's Vicar, "on Nov. 30, 1307, at 
presentation of Sir John la Warre Knight.'' The Presentee was 
to hold it as " commended to him '' (sub titulo commendacionis) 
" according to the Constitution." 

May 26, 1308, Sir Ingelard de Warle was canonically instituted 
through Adam de la More his Proctor, who took the oaths in his 
name. 

June 10, 1308, the Church of Mukleston was conceded to the 
same Ingelard, " for lawful cause, according to the constitution of 
Gregory, to hold sub titulo commendacionis J^^'^ 

John Merton, Clerk, was presented by King Edward II, by 
Letters Patent, dated at York 9 Feb. 1319, by reason of the lands 
&c. of Bishop Walter de Langton having been late in the King's 
hand.*® This presentation was evidently on the false assumption 



^ InqmsUumes Nonarum^ p. 184. It 
does not appear at first whj the Abbot's 
Modus in lieu of corn-tithe was an argu- 
ment in diminution of the NitUh^ which 
was a tax upon com specifically, and 
which proposed to consider the tenth of 
com usually paid by a Parish to the 
Church as an equiyalent to the ninth of 
com now to be paid to the King. Con- 
sequently if the Abbot paid lOs.per annum 
to the Rectors of Albrighton he should now 
pay apparently lOs. or (if his modus were 
a beneficial one) even a greater sum to the 
ninth. Perhaps however the truth of the 
matter is that the Assessors of the ninth 



meant to except the Abbot's lands and 
modus altogether. He was not assessed 
to the Tax in some other instances. 

The Abbot of Buildwas' land in the 
Parish was Cosford Grange. 

« Valor Scclesiasticus/m, 186,93. 

^ Lichfield Begister (Langton), folios 
18, 27 b, 28 b, 29. 

« Patent, 12 Edw. II, p. 1, memb. 2. 
It had been the honour of Bishop Lang- 
ton to incur the malevolence of Piers 
Qnveston, the infamous favourite of 
Edward II. He had not only been 
under forfeiture but in prison. (Vide 
Anglia Sacra, i, 441-2.) 
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that Langton was still Patron of the Church ; but though I do not 
find it cancelled, I discover that on July 1^ 1319, one Robert, 
Rector of this Church, had license of non-residence for purposes of 
study. This probably was the same with Robert de Arden, Priest, 
who, on July 1^, 1323, exchanged this preferment for that of-»- 

Philip be Warle, Deacon, late Rector of Clopton (Lincoln 
Diocese) . The latter was instituted here on presentation of Sir John 
le Ware, Knight. On Aug. 17, 1323, he had license for a year's 
non-residence, and again on July 2, 1325 ; and for two years on 
Aug. 29, 1328, being in each instance styled Rector of the Church 
of Albrighton. 

John de Aston, Chaplain, was admitted to the Vicarage of the 
Church of Albrighton " newly founded" *» on the 18th Dec. 1329, 
at presentation of the Abbot and Convent of Dore. He, or rather 
one written as Sir William de Aston, vacated the Vicarage by 
death on Nov. 9, 1332 ; and on Nov. 23 following — 

William Anseyn, Priest, was admitted on the same presenta- 
tion. 

Reginald de Chetwynd seems to have been the next Vicar, for 
on January 27, in the 31st year of Bishop Roger de Northburg 
(i. e. 1353), that Prelate appoints William, Rector of Ryton, to be 
Coadjutor to the said Reginald who was " worn out with old age 
and infirmity.'' Sir Reginald de Chetwynd having however spon- 
taneously resigned in the same year : — 

Henry, son of William le Smtth of Albryton, Priest, was 
admitted on Oct. 17, at presentation of the Cistercian Abbey of 
St. Mary of Dore.^^ 

AECHITECTUBAL AlfD MONUMENTAL EEMAINS. 

Albrighton Church has a Western Tower, the lower part of which 
belongs to the twelfth century ; the upper part, from its similarity 
to Shiffiial, I should attribute to the fourteenth. 

The East Window of the Chancel is a curious -specimen of the 



^ The Yicarage was newly founded, not 
the Church, f . e. theAbbey of Dore-had ob- 
tained an appropriation of the Bcctory. 

" lichfield BegisterB, sub aitms. — I 
should obeerye that these last two entries 
are giyen with the year a. d. 1351 as 
their date. They should be 1862 and 



1353 respectiyely, for Jan. 27, 1852, and 
81° of Bishop Boger are consistent dates, 
reckoning the ecclesiastical year to begin 
at Lady Day, as it did in these Begisters. 
The correction ot the second entry foUows 
from the first ; and both will fcJl under 
the year 1353 of modern reckoning. 
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Decorated class^ with a transom^ — a feature rarely found in any 
style except the Perpendicular. The head of the Window has rich 
flowing tracery. 

J. L. Petit. 

* During some recent and very extensive alterations of this Church, 
it became necessary to reduce the floor of the South Aisle to what 
would appear to have been its original level. In removing the soil 
an Altar-Tomb was discovered^ lyn^g buried about eighteen inches 
below the surface. 

It has been carefully preserved, and placed outside the Church 
in a situation approximating to its former one. 

It is of Stone, and embellished with numerous Coats of Arms, the 
bearings on all of which can be satisfactorily made out. This 
Tomb will have been thus unceremoniously buried more than two 
Ceuturies since ; for neither Sandford, in his Church-Notes of 1660, 
nor Johnson, in 1699, make any mention of it, whereas the latter 
gives very full particulars of another aud in may respects very 
similar Tomb at Albrighton. 

This last was of Marble and is nowhere to be found, whilst the 
dishonour shown to the buried Tomb has resulted in its preservation; 
for it is constructed of not very durable stone, and is at the same 
time very ancient. The Arcade running round its four sides proves 
its original position to have been isolated from any wall or Niche. 
The Pillars and Arches which form this Arcade belong to the ^'Early- 
English'^ period of Architecture and to the thirteenth Century. — 
Altar-Tombs of that date, in memory of private persons, are by no 
means common. I offer full particulars of this one, rather for its 
curiosity and possible import in our future investigations than 
that I am at present able to declare in whose memory it was first 
erected. — 

The upper slab is occupied by a fleury cross whose lower limb 
extends the whole length of the tomb. 

In the centre-point of this cross is this coat, — 
I. Three Chevronels. 

Above and below the right limb of the cross are these, — 
I. Bendy of ten pieces. 
II. Two Chevrons. 

Above and below the left limb are, — 
I. Three Fleur-de-lys. 
II. Two Bars and (perhaps) a Canton. 
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On the dexter side of the lower limb are these — 

I. Fretty. 

II. A Cinquefoil between eight Mullets^ all pierced. (Pichford). 

III. Three Fleur-de-lys, two and one. 

IV. Fretty, on a Canton a Cinquefoil pierced. 
On the sinister side of the lower limb are these, — 

I, A Cinquefoil pierced between eight Martlets, three, two, 

two, and one (Pichford). 
II. A Fesse and in chief three Roundels. 

III. A Cinquefoil pierced between eight Cross-crosslets. (Pich- 
ford)." 
IV. Barry of ten pieces. 

The North side of the tomb has the following, placed above the 
successive Pillars which form the Arcade. — 
I. Three Cinquefoils, two and one. 
II. Fretty. 

III. A Cinquefoil between eight Martlets. 
TV. Three Fleur-de-lys, two and one. 
V. Quarterly — ^first and fourth, a Bend; second and third, 

Fretty. (Despencer). 
VI. Bendy of ten pieces. 
The West side has these, — 
I. A Fesse and in chief three Boundels. 
II. Three Chevronels. 
The South side has these, — 
I. Bendy of ten pieces. 

II. Fretty. 

III. Two Bars, on a Canton a Cinquefoil. 

IV. Three Fleur-de-lys, two and one. 

V. A Cinquefoil pierced between eight Martlets. 
VI. Two Chevrons. 

The East side of the Tomb has the Arcade continued, but no 
Arms above the Pillars. 

The comers of the Tomb immediately below the Slab are sculp- 
tured with Fleur-de-lys and Cinquefoils. 

In 1699, the South Aisle of Albrighton Church contained the 
Marble Tomb above alluded to. Of this, as it has now disappeared, 
I add the particulars from an Harleian MS.^^ — 

<^ Vide 9ttpra, p. 165, note 28. This i " Harl. MS. 5848, fo. 41. ChuNh 
coat was also borne by UmfraTill. I Notes taken by J. Johnson, May, 1699. 
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The Upper slab exhibited Beventeen coats of arms, five of which 
were arranged so as to form the upper limbs of a rude cross, which 
extended to the whole length of the tomb. The other twelve coats 
were arranged, two at the S. W. and N. W. angles of the slab, and 
ten down the sides of the lower limb of the cross. 
The five coats composing the cross were these — 
I. {Upper limb) Two Bars and a Canton. 
II. (Right limb) Fretty. 

III. [Left limb) Two ChevroneU. 

IV. {Lower limb) A Fleur-de-lys. 
v. [Centre) A Chevron.^* 

The other twelve coats were as follows — 

I. {At S. W, angle) Two Chevronels within a Border. 

II. {At N. W, angle) Three Chevronels.^* 

III. {South side) Fretty, a Label of three points. 
IV. ( Do. ) Semee of cross-crosslets, a B/Ose. (Hchford) .^* 
v. ( Do. ) Three Fleurs-de-lys. 
VI. ( Do. ) Barry of six. 
VII. ( Do. ) Two Chevronels within a Border. 
VIII. {North side) A Cinquefoil pierced, between nine Martlets. 
IX. ( Do. ) A Fesse, and in chief three Roundels. 
X. ( Do. ) Semee of cross-crosslets, a B;Ose. 
XI. ( Do. ) Two Bars, on a Canton, a Rose. 
XII. ( Do. ) Fretty, on a Canton a Rose. 
Johnson notices that the Windpws of the South Aisle of 
Albrighton Church contained twelve coats of arms, in " very old 
glass.^^ We thus obtain the colours of some of the above. 
They were as follows — 

I. Gu, three Fleurs-de-lys or.^® 
II. Barry of six, or and az. (Pembruge). 

III. Az. Semee of cross-crosslets, a Rose or.^^ 

IV. Gu, frettee d'or, a Label of three points az. 
V. Gu, fi-ettee d^or.^ 



^ Or, a Chevron Ghi, is the coat of the 
Barons Stafford. 

^ Arg. three Gherronels Qti, is a coat 
of Langton, but not of Bishop Langton. 
Or, three Chevrons Gu, is the better known 
cognizance of De Clare. 

** Here and wherever else, in these 
notices, Johnson has depicted a Bose, we 



are to understand a Cinquefoil. 

^ This charge is associated with the 
name of De Burgh. 

*7 Probably the charge was a Cinque- 
foil rather than a Bose. If so the coat 
was one of those borne by Pichford. 

*" Audley bore Gu, a Fret or. 
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VI, Gu, a fesse arg. in chief three Plates.** 
VII. Arg. two Bars az. on « Canton of the second a Rose or.^ 
viii. Arg. frettee gu, on a Canton az. a Rose or.^^ 
IX. Bendy of eight or and az. (Montfort). 
X. Az., a Cinquefoil between five Mullets or, all pierced of the 

field. (Pichford). 
XI. Az. between nine Martlets (four, two, two, and one), a 
Cinquefoil or, pierced of the field. (Pichford). 
XII. Gu, three Fleurs-de-lys, or. 
In the Chancel Windows were the following coats. — 

I . Blank, empaling Az., three Stirrups with leathers or (Giflkrd) . 

II. Ermine, a Cross patonce sa. 

III. Gu, seven Mascles or, three, three, and one, a Border 

argent.®* 

IV. Arg. on a Bend az. three Roses or. 
V. Arg. on a Saltire gu, a Rose or. 

VI. Party per pale arg. and gu, two Lions rampant counter- 
changed ; on a chief per pale gu and arg. three Escallops 
counterchanged. 
Dugdale inserts in his Visitation (1663-4) from the notes of 
Francis Sandford, Rouge Dragon, the following.^ — 
In an East Window of the Chancel. 
I. Erm. a Cross patonce sa. 

II. Arg. six Mascles, three, two, and one, within a Border gu. 
III. Arg. on a Fesse az. three Cinquefoils or, pierced gu. 
In a South Window of the Church. — 
I. Gu, frettee d^or. 

II. Barry of six, or and az. (Pembruge). 
In an East Window. — 

I. Az. a Cinquefoil or pierced gu, between eight Mullets of 
the second, pierced of the field. (Pychford) . 



^ Johnson attributes this coat to some 
name which he writes Men : : : e. 

* The charge on the Canton I take to 
have been a Cinquefoil rather than a Rose. 
The Cinquefoil was the fundamental cog- 
nizance of Pichford, whilst the ordinaries 
of this shield have been already ascribed 
to Hadlej (rol. i, p. 100). Piyard bore a 
similar coat, yiz. Arg. two Bars Gu, on a 
Canton Az. a Cinquefoil or. I am much 
mistaken if Balph Baron Fypard (sum- 
moned to Parliament in Edward I's 

II. 



reign) was not related to the Pichfords. 

'^ Johnson ascribes this ooat to the 
name "Vylile." 

^ This coat, without the border, was 
that of Quinci. It was subsequently 
borne by La Zouche. 

o DugdaU'9 VitUatum at the Heralds' 
College^ fo. 42. It will easily be seen 
that the same coats arevery differently 
described by Sandford and Johnson. In 
every case I should prefer the former 
authority. 

22 
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II. Arg. frettee gu, on a Caaton az. a Cinquefoil or. 
III. Aa. a Cinquefoil pierced, between eight Martlets or. 

(Pychford). 
IV. Bendy of ten, or and az. (Montfort). 
V. Gu, three Leopards' heads, two and one, jessant three 

Fleurs-de-lys, or.®* 
VI. Gu, a Fesse arg. in chief three Plates. (Davenant). 
VII. Arg. two Bars az. on a Canton of the second, a Cinquefoil 
or, pierced of the second. 



Bisif)tom 



The name of this place (originally Bishops-ton) is the only evi- 
dence of its earliest statris. It was attached to some Episcopal See 
probably that of Lichfield, but at a period anterior to any existing 
Record. Domesday shows us that Bispetone was in lay hands in 
the time of the Confessor. Its separation from the Church was 
therefore no matter of Norman Sacrilege. 

In 1085, Normannus (Venator) held Bispetone (of Earl Roger), 
Turgod had held it and was a free man. 

Here was i hide geldable. There was (arable) land for vi ox-teams. 
Here two French men with iiii villains and ii Boors had iii such 
teams. Here was a wood which would fatten x swine. In time of 
King Edward, the Manor had been worth 30«., at Domesday it was 
worth \0s, (per annum) .^ 

Bishton followed the usual descent of Norman Venator's Manors, 
that is, it went to De Picheford; but being so near their growing 
town of Albrighton it gradually lost the distinct status which it had 
at Domesday and became a mere member of the greater Manor. 

The Tenants who held Bishopston under the Lords of Albrighton 
took name from the place. The earliest of whom I find mention, 
was Henry de Bispeston who will be noticed under Donington, as 
Surety for Leticia de Humfreston in 1221. 

** This coat is ascribed to Cantilupe» as well as the same with the Leopards' heads 
inrerted. 

1 Domesday, fo. 59, a. 2. 
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Robert and Henry de Bispeston were Jurors, 20 April, 1253, 
on tlie Inquest as to the estate of Ralph de Pichford; and in 
January 1256, were Jurors for Brimstree Hundred at the County 
Assizes. 

In September 1272, John de Bisopeston acted in the same 
capacity. Soon afterwards, in a grant made to Lilleshall Abbey 
by Hugh de Bolingale, the homages and services of Robert de 
Bispeston and John his Brother were included.* 

On May 9, 1283, a Fine was levied at Salop, between John, son 
of Henry de Bisshopeston, complainant, and Robert, son of Henry 
de Bisshopeston, defendant (impedientem), of two messuages and 
one virgate in Bisshopeston, whereof was Plea. Robert acknow- 
ledged the right of John as of his (Robertas) gift — to hold of the 
Chief Lords by accustomed service. John gave for this Fine one 
sore sparrow-hawk.^ 

In October 1292, John Fitz Henry de Bispeston was on the 
Brimstree Jury at Salop Assizes. He occurs in May 1295, as a 
witness with John, Clerk of Bispeston, and in June 1300, as a Juror 
with John Fitz Robert of Bispeston. The latter is on a Jury of 
May 1304, and John Fitz Henry with Peter de Bispeston were 
fellow Jurors in June 1305, at the Inquest as to the estate of Hugh 
de Beaumes. 

Feb. 10, 1306, John de Aula de Bispeston and Peter de 
Bispeston were Jurors on an Inquest at Claverley ; and in May 
following, John Robert {i.e. Fitz Robert) de Bispeston was on an 
Inquest at Brug. Somewhat later than this John de Aula attests 
a deed which will be quoted under Donington. 



€t0ne. 



There was either some uncertainty about the Tenure of this 
Manor, which led to its being mentioned twice over in Domesday, 
or else being then a Manor of one hide it was divided into two 
equal portions. The two entries which describe it are as follows. — 

" The same Gerard (de Tornai) holds Etone and William (holds 

« P<a. 18 Eic. II, p. 1, memb. 7. | ' Pedes Finiumy 11 Edw. I, Salop. 
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it) of him. Turgod held it (in time of King Edward) and was a 
free man. Here is half-a-hide, geldable. The (arable) land is 
sufficient for iii ox-teams. In demesne there is i (team) and i serf 
and iiii boors; also, there is i Guest (hospes) paying a rent of two 
shillings. In time of King Edward its value was xii shillings : 
now it is XI shillings. He (Gerard) found it waste."^ 

"The same Rainald (Vicecomes) holds in Etone half a hide. 
Turgot held it for a single Manor and paid geld."* 

The latter entry is obviously incomplete, and if not erroneous, 
it exhibits Bainald^s Tenure only as partial or involved. Wherever 
Rainald the Sheriff had a Domesday interest we usually find such 
interest subsequently represented by Fitz Alan. In the present 
instance I search for such a correspondence in vain. Nothing 
held by Fitz Alan in the later Hundreds of Stottesden, Munslow, 
or Brimstree is found to square with Rainald^s interest in the 
Alnodestreu Manor of Etone. 

Leaving this difficulty, and looking solely at the mention of Etone 
as a member of Gerard de Tomai's Fief, its identity with the modern 
township of Hatton will be apparent after a very few remarks. 

First as to the name; — this Hatton as well as other places (so 
called now) are usually found to have been written Hettune or 
Hetune in older documents. The use or omission of the aspirate was 
also a matter of caprice. Its omission in Domesday is noticeable 
in the words now pronounced Hodnet, Hawkesley, and Hopton, 
which are represented in that record as Odenet, Avochelie, and 
Opetune. 

Again, Turgod, Saxon Lord of Etone, also held in time of King 
Edward, the Manors of Cosford and Bishton, one of which adjoins 
and the other is near to Hatton. 

Further, we observe that nearly all the escheated Manors of Gerard 
de Tornai became tenures in capite by Serjeantry, and some of 
them by Serjeantry of Castle-guard at Shrawardine. The latter was 
specifically the case with Hatton. 

Lastly, Hatton is subsequently found to be a Manor of i hide, a 
measurement which will combine the contents of the two Domesday 
Manors of Etone, 

I can therefore continue my account of the latter no otherwise 
than under the name of Hatton, — 

1 Bomesdajf, fo. 259, a. 1. | > Domeiday, fo. 265, a. 2. 
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The first Document which I have to quote with reference to this 
Manor is a Deed which on the whole, and notwithstanding some 
appearances to the contrary, impresses me with an idea of very high 
antiquity, — as high as the reign of Henry I or Stephen, 1100-1154. 
Its substance is as follows : — 

Adam Traynel of Hetton grants to Ivo his Nephew (Nepoti) his 
Manor of Ivelith, as well in Ivelith as in Hynynton, in the County 
of Salopsire, also common-right of pasture in his (Adam^s) land of 
Hetton; — to have and to hold, &c. in fee ;— rendering a Red-Bose 
yearly at the Nativity of John the Baptist. — Witnesses : William de 
Beaumeis, Walter Pitz Warin, Robert de Cadeleg, Ralph de Pich- 
ford, Richard Wudecote, John de Sahebury, Henry de Bolynghale, 
William de Creswell, and many others.^ 

This Adam Treynel was, I suppose, identical with Adam de 
Hetune, one of the earliest benefactors to Buildwas Abbey. Within 
fifty years of its foundation, he granted to that house with concur- 
rence of Reginald his Son, a moiety of the vill of Hettune, which 
grant was afterwards confirmed by King Richard I- in his general 
Charter to Buildwas, dated at Winchester, 22d October 1189.^ 

The original Manor of Hatton seems to have been divided into 
two equal portions by a small stream called Tuy-brook, the course 
of which may still be traced through a series of artificial pools. 
The moiety of Hatton which Adam Traynel granted to Buildwas lay 
to the East of this stream, and was therefore contiguous to those other 
early acquisitions which the Abbey made at Ruckley and Cosford. 

William de Beaumeis^aWalterFitz Warin, 
and a Balph de Fichford in Henry Ill's 
time, and each of them likely to attest a 
deed concerning lands in this quarter, 
though I should not expect their names 
to occur in the order indicated above. 
There were also persons bearing each of 
these three names in time of Henry I. 
They were all similarly likely to attest 
such a deed as this. 

As fer as I can judge, the names of the 
other witnesses belong to a period anterior 
to the reign of Bichard I. 

» Mfmag^ieon, v, 369, No. rvL 



^ This Charter is among the Bawlinson 
MSS. in the Bodleian Library. Having 
never seen more than three or four ma- 
norial deeds of this early date, I have little 
wherewith to compare the one under 
notice. — It is on an unusually large scale, 
both as regards the parchment, the hand- 
writing, and the seal. The latter is 
completely defiiced. The objection to its 
extreme antiquity, as assigned in the text, 
is that it has the formulas *' Habendum et 
Tenendum," and "HiisTestibus," usually 
taken to indicate a date no earlier than 
the reign of Bichard I. There were a 
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The Monks were ever most assiduous in extending their pos- 
sessions here. During the reign of Richard I^ as I conclude^ they 
obtained a grant from John de Hemes of a virgate and twelve acres 
of his demesne in Hettun. This was clearly a part of that moiety 
which lay to the west of Tuy-brook^ and which John de Hemes 
held under Traynel. 

This second acquisition was followed by a third not later than the 
year 1202^ and of which we have full particulars — 

Walter^ Son of John de Hemes^ with assent of his Mother^ his 
heir and his friends^ grants and confirms to the Abbey of Buldewas in 
perpetual almoign all that land of Hettun^ viz. a virgate and twelve 
acres^ which his Father gave of his demesne. He adds to the gift 
'^ all the land which is between the road of Hyvelith (Evelith) and 
Tuibroc^ which was formerly heathy and four meadows which pertain 
thereto." This latter land the Monks were to hold of Walter by 
an annual rent of \2d. payable to him and his heirs, and by dis- 
charging a further annual rent of 5s, which was due to the Grantor^s 
Chief Lord, — Robert Trainel. The Monks were also to satisfy all 
foreign service due on half-a-virgate of said land, but the rest was 
to continue free, as of demesne. For this grant the Monks received 
the Grantor, his Mother, and his Heirs into their firatemity. — 
Witnesses : John le Strange, Hugh de Pichford, Reginald de Time, 
Wido de Saweburi, Hamo Fitz Marscot, Richard de Ruiton, 
Nicholas de Bolinchale, William Crasset, Baldwin de Hinetun, 
' and John his Son, Peter de Hales, Hugh de Becchebur, Reginald 
le Budel of Ruiton.' 

Robert Trainel mentioned in the above deed as Lord of Hatton, 
must be taken as a Successor of Adam Trainel and Reginald his Son, 
but by what relationship I cannot determine. At the Assizes of Oct. 
1203, he appears as Essoigner of Adam de Hereford, a non-attendant 
at the Common Summons, and of whom ve have heard before.^ 

The Tenure by which the Trainels held Hatton was Petit Ser* 
jeantry, of which we now first begin to have some evidence. King 
John's fifth Scutage, that of 1204, was assessed upon Serjeantries. 
Accordingly we read on the Pipe-Roll that Robert de Tremell fined 
half a merk for the same.^ 



* Charier formerly in posseBuon of 
Humphrey Briggs, E^q., copied by Blake- 
way £rom Wm. Mytton's MSS. The Seal 
of thia deed is charged with a lion passant. 
The Legend is as follows — 

Sid. WaUXBI FIL. JoHJlKKIB dbHjbmx. 



Wido de Shawbury, one of the wit- 
nesses, was murdered about 1202, which 
gives the proximate date. 

* Supra, VoL I, p. 181. 

* Sot. Pip. 6 John, Salop. 
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And soon after this, Robert Trainel died, for I find that about 
March 1205, William Tramnell gave the King fifteen merks to have 
custody of the lands and heir of the said Robert till the said heir 
should be of age. Mandate accordingly issued to the Sheriff of 
Salop.* 

William Trainel seems to have been a Lawyer. He had already 
appeared in 1199 and 1200 in the Courts of Westminster as 
Essoigner of several parties to Shropshire Law-suits. He paid his 
fine of fifteen merks by instalments in 1205, 1206, and 1207. 

Nevertheless^ about March 1210, he seems to have lost this 
wardship, though the heir was still a Minor. 

The lists of Shropshire Serjeantries, about 1211,^ tells us that 
Robert de Tremeill (the said heir) was then in custody of the King; 
that his Tenure was Hatton, on which the Sheriff was accountable, 
at the Exchequer, for 40^. per annum. 

In perfect conformity with this return I find that at Michaelmas 
1212, the Sheriff accounted 100s. at the Exchequer ''for two-and- 
a-half years ferm of Robert Trainers Hatton,^^ and that at 
Michaelmas 1214, he accounted £4. on the same, viz. the ferm of 
two years more.® 

This ferm of 410s. per annum was the exact income of Robert 
TraineFs land, for, as will presently appear^ he had previously to his 
death granted his interest in Hatton to Suildwas Abbey for a term 
of years, reserving only the said rent. 

On Jan. 12, 1215, Robert Trainel (the younger) was of age, and 
fined '' 50s. for his Relu^y and to have receipt of 40«. rent, which 
the Monks of Buildwas were to pay the said Robert for the term 
during which R. Trainel his Father had demised his land of Hatton 
to them to ferm, so that, the said term ended, the land may come 
peaceably to said Robertas hands." The King's writ forthwith 
issued to the Sheriff commanding him to take security for the fine 
of 50^. and give seizin of the said rent, and (when the term should 
expire) of the said land, to the heir.^ 

It was an arrear of this fine, viz. \0s. for which in 1218, Martin 
de Patishull a great Justiciar of that period, undertook to be 
answerable on behalf of Robert Trainel. Respite was accordingly 
given till Michaelmas for payment of the same.^^ 

I am inclined to think that the Monks of Buildwas continued 



* I%ne9^ 6 John, xnemb. 6. 
7 Tetta de NevUl, pp. 56, 417; and 
Liber Rub. Scacc. 



B Itot Ftp. 14 and 16 John, Salop. 

' Sot. Clem, i, 182. 

^^ Memoranda, 2 Hen. III. 
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to hold Robert Trainees land at /crw, either under the old lease^ 
or a renewal thereof by himself. In 1219, they are paying the 
Lord of Ideshale a rent of 3^. per annum for common-pasture 
in Ideshale.^^ 

In 1227, among Tenures in Brimstree Hundred we read that 
Robert Traynel holds half-a-hide in Henton (Hatton) by Serjeantry 
of finding one serving foot-soldier at Shrewrthin, at his own cost, 
for fifteen days, if need shall be, and that the Tenure is worth 40«. 
per annum}^ 

We now come to the transaction by which the Monks of Build- 
was at length obtained full possession of that moiety of Hatton of 
which they had been previously Lessees, and so became Lords of 
the undivided Manor.— 

Robert, son of Robert Traynel of Hattone, for the health of his 
soul, granted to the Monks in frank almoigne, all the land, and 
wood, and heath, and moor, which he had, as well in demesne as 
in seigneury (in servicio) in a moiety of the vill of Hattone, viz. 
whatever lay " between the rivulet of Tuybroc as it descends into 
the stream of Worth (Worf ) on one side, and the boundary fences 
of Hynetone (Hinnington) and of GrenhuU (Grindle) on the other 
side, down to the aforesaid stream of Worth." He also conceded 
to the same Monks the other moiety of the vill of Hattone which 
they already had, by gift of Adam Traynell of Hattone.^' 

This Deed probably passed about 1248, and about 1251 an 
Inquest of Tenures found the Abbot of Buldewas holding two 
carucates of land in Solde-hatton of the gift of Robert Traynel who 
used to hold that vill of the King in capite}^ 

In 1252, Nicholas, Abbot of Buildwas, withdrew the suit of 
Hatton from the Hundred of Brimstree, a farther proof, not only 
of his seigneury there, but of the Manor being independent of any 
other. The King was said to be damaged 2«. per annum by this 
withdrawal, which probfebly was in conformity with the special pri- 
vileges of a Cistercian House.^^ 

" Salop Chartulary, No. 378. 

" Testa de Neville p. 53. If one moiety 
of Hatton was half a hide, the whole must 
hare necessarily been a hide. Herein we 
have a repetition of thel>o}n««(2ay estimate. 

" Monatticon^ y, 358 ; xiii. The wit- 
nesses are Sir Ralph de Picheford, Richard 
de Qrenehul, Hugh de Leya, Osbert de 
Stircheleg; also (as in jSo^ Cart,2Q Edw.I, 
memb. 40) Nicholas, Parson of Hope, 



Ralph de Stanton, Humfrey de Humfres- 
ton, Robert de Dudmaston, and Henry 
Crasset. 

^\ Teita de NeviU^ p. 60. I cannot 
account for this name or munamer of 
Solde-hatton, unless it be a confusion 
with Cold-hatton ; a place howeyer where 
Buildwas Abbey had neyer any concern. 

" Salop Atsizesj 56 Hen. Ill, memb. 
22 dorso. 
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At the Assizes of 1272, when this presentment was made^ 
William Crasset sued the Abbot for his Manor of Hatton juxta 
Edeshale (Idsall), as his (William's) right and inheritance^ and to 
be held by him of the King in capite. The Abbot appeared and 
pleaded that " there were two vills of Hatton in this County, viz. 
Hatton Crasset and Hatton Traynel,'' and that the Plaintiff had 
not specified either of them.^^ This plea, which however I cannot 
understand, was effectual, for the Abbot was dismissed 8in£ die. 

In 1291, the Temporalities of the Abbey of Buildwas in Atton (in 
Newport Deanery and Salop Archdeaconry) were thus estimated. — 

Two carucates of land £1. Os, Od.; Profits on Live Stock 
£6. 2s, 6d. Pannage 2s. Orf.— Total £7. 4s. 6rf.^7 

Hatton continued in possession of Buildwas Abbey till the 
Dissolution; the Abbot declared his rents there to amount to 
£o. 6s. 8d. per anrmm, and the tithes to be farmed at £2.^^ 

A Chapel is said to have been sometime existent here, a most 
probable adjunct of a Manor so circumstanced. The district was 
however in the Parish of Idshall, and the Monks of Buildwas were, 
at the Dissolution, still paying a pension of 16*. Sd. to the Vicar of 
Idshall for administering the Sacraments in ^^ Hatton Graunge."^' 



Boninstom 



The Saxon word bumj (hilly) scarcely applies to the circum- 
stances of this locality. Dunning was however a Saxon name ; 
and a person so called, and having sometime possessed this place, 
may possibly be entitled to the simple but enduring monument 
thus indicated in a word. 

Domesday mentions the Manor as follows, — 

The Earl himself holds Donitone. Earl Edwin held it (in time 
of King Edward). Here are iii hides. In demesne are iv ox- 



»« Ibidem, memb. 7 recto. There were 
four or fire vills of Hatton in Shropshire, 
but it is dear that Hatton- Crasset and 
Hatton-Traynel, were names applied to 
two vilU, or two parts of the same vUl, 
near ShijShal ; otherwise the Plaintiff's de- 
scription would haye been sufficient. I 

TI. 



should suppose Hatton- Crasset to have 
lain towards Cosford, and to have been 
some time held by the Crassets under the 
Lords of Hatton. 

17 Pope Nicholas' Taxation, p. 260. 

^ Valor ScclesiastiouSf iii, 191. 

» Ibidem, p. 192. 

23 
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teams and (there are) viii neat-herds and ii female serfs, and xii 
villains and li boors with iii ox-teams ; and yet there might be vii 
teams more (employed) here. Here is a Mill rendering v horse- 
loads of com (yearly), and a wood one league long, and half-a-league 
wide. In Wich there are v salt-pits (belonging to the Manor), 
which render xx shillings (annually). In time of King Edward 
the Manor realized £20. (per annum) ; now (it pays) £9} 

The Manors, thus held in Demesne by the Norman Earl, are 
enumerated in Domesday without any formal statement as to their 
respective Hundreds. Donington and Tong (also a demesne 
Manor) stood at the convergence of three Domesday Hundreds, 
viz, Alnodestreu (which contained Albrighton), Bascherch (which 
contained Cosford and Idshall), and Beoordine (which came up to 
Lilleshall). The Hundred of Idshall and Cosford was however 
determined by a peculiarity of tenure which did not extend to 
Donington and Tong; and whereas no Recordine Manors are 
known to have become Brimstree Manors, it follows, I think, £rom 
this, and firom their proximity to Albrighton, that Donington and 
Tong were both in Alnodestreu Hundred. 

After the forfeiture of the Norman Earls, the Seigneury of this 
Manor passed by grant of the Crown to Richard de Belmeis, Bishop 
of London, of whom and his Successors, Lords of Donington and 
Tong, I propose to give a fuller account under the latter Manor. 



1 Dometday^ fo. 258, b. 2. There ia 
one douse in this entry which requires 
special notice, viz. "In Wich t saline 
reddunt xx solidos." — 

The Domesday Annotators have left us 
to suppose that where SaUna (salt-works 
or salt-pans) are mentioned in connexion 
with any Manor, some local advantage is 
indicated, e.y. that a salt-spring or the 
sea-coast was near at hand. It is farther 
ascertained that Wich was a generic term 
applicable to any place where salt was 
produced. No etymological connexion 
has, I think, been established between the 
word Wich and taU; but I need only 
mention Droitwich in Worcestershire, and 
Nantwich, Northwich, and Middlewich in 
Cheshire, as a few instances of the rela- 
tionship. 

Are we then to conclude that in 1085 
the Manor of Donington contained within 
its limits a district called Wich, wherein 



were five salt-works P I suppose it just 
as probable that it contained fire miles of 
sea-coast, where marine salt was manu- 
fiictured. 

The truth, I imagine^ is that five SaUna 
in Wich, that is in one of the large salt- 
districts of Cheshire or Worcestershire, 
were adjuncts of this Manor, and had been 
so in Saxon times. 

Earl Edwin, the Saxon Lord of Do- 
nington, was, next to King Edward the 
Confessor, the principal owner of the 
Wiches of Cheshire and Worcestershire. 

So much for the state of things at and 
before the time of Domesday. — In the 
next century (the twelfth) we find Barons, 
Abbots, and Priors, whose territories lay 
mainly in Shropshire, holding or trans- 
fering shares in the salt-works of both 
Cheshire and Worcestershire. Distance 
was no bar to the acquisition of property 
so essentiaL 
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Here we will speak of that collateral race of De Belmeis^ whose 
Ancestor having been enfeoffed in Donington held the same under 
the elder house and transmitted it^ so held^ to some generations of 
his heirs. 

Without attempting to decide who that William de Beaumeis 
was who stands first witness of the deed with which I have com- 
menced my account of Hatton,* I proceed to Richard de Beaumeis 
undoubtedly living in the time of Henry II, holding Donington 
under the Lords of Tong, and perhaps having an interest at 
Meadowley by a similar title. 

Philip de Belmeis, Lord of Tong, and Cousin as I suppose of 
this Richard, made, about the year 1139, a grant to. the then 
recently founded Abbey of Buildwas. This grant, besides other 
advantages, included Ruckley then a member of Tong. Philip's 
example was in due time followed by his relation and vassal 
Richard, who (as I understand his deed) granted to the same 
Monks now established in their Grange of Ruckley, a right of com- 
mon-pasture throughout his land (of Donington), and three acres 
of land whereunto they might attach a bridge, which must needs 
be made across the stream which ran between Ruckley and Don- 
ington before such common-right could be available.^ 

Between the years 1152 and 1159, Richard de Belmeys, as a 



' Supra^ page 169. Were the date 
of this deed more certain, I should con- 
sider William de Beaumeis to hare been 
Brother of the Yioeroj and his Feoffee at 
Donington. 

' This very ancient and curious deed is 
in possession of G«orge Pritchard, Esq., 
of Broseley. It has already been trans- 
lated {in Mr. Dukes* AtUiquUiegfA-p^endaXf 
p. Izv), but with one or two inaccuracies, 
which render a transcript of the original 
desirable. I giye it with the contractions 
resolved : — 

Notum sit omnibus ecclesie Christi 
fideUbus, clerids et laicis modemis et 
posteris, quod ego Bichardus de Belmeis, 
cum consensu et consilio uxoris mee et 
fratrum meorum conoessi et dedi Abbati 
et Monachis de Bildwas totam communem 
pasturam per totam terram meam, ovibus 
suis et ceteris animalibus quse habent apud 
Bochele. — £t ut ad illam pasturam sine 
ullo impedimento possint venire, dedi eis 



in perpetuum tres acras de terra mea juzta 
rivulum subtus CheUesford, ubi pontem 
suam ultra aquam ponant. Hanc itaque 
terram cum predicta pastura dedi Deo et 
Sancts MariiB et predictis Monadus in 
perpetuam elemosinam pro salute animes 
mete et patris et matris mess et ceterorum 
parentum meorum, ita libere et quiete ab 
omni terreno servicio et ezactione seculari 
nt nichil mihi neo meis in e& retinuerim 
nisi tutelam et protectionem contra omnee 
qui eis in aliquo adversari voluerint. 
Hujus meffi donacionis et confirmacionis 
isti sunt testes, Bemardus de Saint cum 
Alano de Bildwas et AdA Saoerdote, 
Philippo fratre ipsius Bicardi, Badulfo 
Yenatore, Hemmie de Shakerlau; De 
Monachis Adam et Gaufridus cum Fratre 
Bogerio, totusque Conventus. 

The Seal of this deed has the figure of a 
Knight on horseback, with drawn sword 
and a conical helmet. The words BiCABSi 
DE Belmsib remain of the Legend. 
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Knight of Philip de Belmeys junior, Lord of Tong, attests the 
grant of the latter to Lilleshall Abbey. 

In 1157> this Richard de Bealmes is mentioned as having fined 
ten merks with the King to have some trial (loquela) against Alan 
de Uppedun. This fine is entered asanarrear till 1160, when 
the King's writ had ordered it to be excused, calling it a fine for a 
plea of seizin.* 

In 1167, Richard de Bealmes' (Manor of) Dunnincton is entered 
as having been amerced half-a-merk in a recent iter of the Justice 
of the Forest.^ 

At Michaelmas 1189, Aaron, a very wealthy Jew of Lincoln, 
having died, his chattels and securities escheated to the Crown. 
Richard de Beumes had owed him £4. Ss. 6d. which he pays 
through the Sheriff of Shropshire by successive instalments, the 
last of which is entered on the Pipe- Roll ot* 1200.® 

All that I can further say of Richard de Belmeis is, that he 
appears to have granted a subinfeudation of Shakerley a member of 
Donington, to Robert, Uncle of Robert de Wodecote.'' 

It is more than probable that the several notices above given as 
attaching to the name of Richard de Belmeis indicate a succession 
of two persons of the same name, probably Father and Son. I 
doubt not however that, if this were so, both were Lords of 
Donington. From 1185 to 1203, we have occasional notices of 
one Robert de Belmeis who I believe to have been representative 
of another branch of the family, and to have had feoffinent in Tong 
and elsewhere. Of him and his very uncertain succession, I will 
say more when I come to that Manor. 

The next Lord of Donington whom I can discover after Richard 
de Belmeis was Walter de Belmeis. 

He first appears in November 1221, as having been challenged 
by Geoffrey de Eswell for breach of the King's peace and for 
robbery. His accuser, though bound over to prosecute, did not 
appear before the Justices in Eyre, and so was to be arrested, the 
Jury meantime acquitting the accused.^ 



^ Sot :Pip,S,4^6&e Hen. II, Salop. 
I doubt not tliat the suit refdrred to some 
disputed land at Meadowley, where Alan 
de Upton (mentioned Vol. I, page 140.) 
will have been the Defendant, and where 
I have shown Richard de Belmeis to haye 
been probably interested in 1180 (Vol. I, 
p. 150). 



< Sot, IHp. 13 Hen. II. De placUis 
Alani de Nevill, 

• Sot Fip, 1 Rio. I to 2 John, Salop. 

7 Vide Monaeticon, vi, 264, No. xiii, 
where Robert de Wudeoote (the Nephew) 
transfers this Tenancy to Lilleshall Abbey. 

' Salop Auuety 6 Hen. Ill, memb. 8. 
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In Michaelmas Term 1223, Walter de Beaumes being one of 
four Knights who had to try an issue about land in Little Wythiford, 
was for some cause removed fipom the panel. About this time, and 
followed by Philip de Beaumes, he attests a Charter of Roger la 
Zouch, Lord of Tong, to Buildwas Abbey. He has already 
occurred as a prominent witness to a Badger Deed which passed 
about 1227. 

About 1240, he is entered, on a Roll of Tenures, as holding a 
knight^s fee in Doninton of the Barony of Herbert Fitz Peter.* 
Here, though the Tenant's name be stated correctly enough, it is 
probable that the Seigneury is altogether misrepresented. 

In 1255, Walter de Belmeis was deceased, and, as I have pointed 
out under Meadowley, Roger de Belmeis, who was his son, had 
succeeded him. 

At the Assizes of January 1256, 1 find Johanna, widow of Walter 
de Beaumeis, suing several imder -tenants in Donington for her 
dower. — 

Her suit against Ranulph, son of Richard Russell, for thirds in 
four acres of land and two of meadow, was adjourned to one month 
of Easter, the Defendant calling Roger de Beaumes to warranty. — 

Her suit against the same for thirds in three acres of land and 
five of meadow, was adjourned till the QuinzaiTie of Easter ; and the 
land meanwhile was seized by the Crown because the Defendant did 
not appear. — 

Her suit against the Prioress of Brewood for a third part of 100 
acres, and that against Roger de Pyweledon for a third of five acres 
of meadow, were met by both Defendants calling Roger de 
Beaumes to warranty, Roger de Pyweledon only claiming a terminal 
interest "under demise of Walter de Beaumes. 



• Testa de NeviU^ p. 46. Donington 
vae at this time held immediately of Alan 
la Zouche and of the Honour of Tong. 
So far, therefore, this entry is not strictly 
correct. Neither can I suppose it true 
that Alan la Zouche held Tong of the 
Barony of Herbert Fitz Peter. I can 
account for the mistake only in one way. 
The Fitz Herberts had profited largely by 
the forfeiture of William de Braose in 
King John's reign, and were subsequently 
sharers in his inheritance. Moreoyer, 
William de Braose had had in 1204 some 
SeignonJ Interest oyer Tong. During 



the temporary forfeiture of Boger la Zouoh, 
this Seignoral Interest had further gained 
for Braose the actual possession of Tong 
as of an Escheat. His rights, therefore, 
may baye inadyertently been taken to 
haye descended to Herbert Fitz Peter, 
whereas the Tenant-right had been re- 
stored to La Zouche, and the Seigneural 
right (whateyer it was) seems to haye 
gone with the bulk of the Honour of 
Brecknock to the Earls of Hereford. 

How Braose originally acquired a seig- 
neury in the Honour of Tong I haye not 
the remotest conception. 
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Roger de Beaumes appeared in these cases and vouched each 
warranty^ so that the Defendants were dismissed sine die, and 
Johanna adjudged to have equivalents out of other lands of Boger 
de Beaumes.^^ 

At the same Assizes^ Roger de Beaumes, being impleaded by the 
Prioress of the White Nuns of Brewood in regard to her right to have 
estovers in Doninton Wood, came to an agreement on the subject.^^ 

In this year also, Roger de Beaumes was returned by the Sheriff 
as one of those who, holding £15. of lands, was yet not aKjiight.^^ 
In 1258, he fined half-a-merk of gold (equal to five merks of silver) 
to have respite in this matter, and the said fine was still in arrear at 
Michaelmas 1259.^8 

All that I can further say of this Roger is contained in a deed 
whereby William, son of Walter Spink, of Culeshal (Kilsall) quit& 
to Roger, son of Walter de Beaumes, all his right in the land which 
said Walter Spink held under the Ancestors of said Roger, with a 
messuage, curtilage, and other appurtenances, within and without 
the mil of Doniton. — ^Witnesses : Peter Giffard, Hugh de Hadinton, 
Hugh de Bolinchal, John de Pres, Michael de Morton, Stephen 
Parker (Parcarius), Robert de Picstoc, John Fitz Pagan, Ranulph 
the Forester, and others.^* 

A period of at least ten years now elapses, during which I find 
neither deed nor Record to throw any light on this succession. In 
1270, however, John de Belmeis was suing the Master of the 
Knights Templars under writ of Novel Disseizin for a Knight's 
Fee in Medweleye (Meadowley),^^ and he must have been of the 
Donington branch. There was also one Alan de Beaumes whom the 
Brimstree Jurors presented, at the Assizes of 1272, as not guilty of 
Larceny. John de Beaumes again occurs in 1284 as holding the 
Manor of Doninton with Culeshall (Kilsall) and Shakerlawe 
(Shakerley), under Roger la Zouch, by one Knight's Fee. 

This John de Beaumes bought the Manor of Stanwey from his 
contemporary Hugh de Beaumes, who also had an interest in Tong 
and Donington.^^ 

At the Assizes of October 1292, both John and Hugh officiated 



^^ Salop Assizes, 40 Hen. Ill, membs. 
13 dono, 15 dorso. 

'* Ibidem, memb. 14 dono. 

^^ Dukes* Antiquiiies, Introduction, 
page Til. 

w Sot. Ftp. 43 Hen. Ill, Salop. 

^* Charter in possession of the Ber. 
Henry Bishton. 



i» Patent, 54 Hen. Ill, dorso. The 
Templars held at this time the Barony of 
Castle Holgate, of which Meadowley was 
a member. (Vide supra, Vol. I, p. 157.) 

" JPlacita Corona, 20 Edw. I. John 
and Hugh de Beaumes were not related, 
or related so distantly that the Crown- 
Prosecutor, questioning some privilege 
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as Jurors of Brimstree Hundred ; the former too was returned as 
Tenant of a Knight's Fee^ and yet not a Knight.^^ 

July 11, 1296, both Sir Hugh and John de Beaumes were on 
the Inquest as to the estate of Fulk de Pembridge of Tong, but the 
former only is distinguished as a Knight. 

A writ of King Edward I, dated May 1, 1804, directs an Inquest 
to be held to ascertain whether it would injure the King if he 
allowed John de Beaumeys to grant ten acres of land and ten acres 
of wood in Donyton to the Prioress of the White Nuns of Brewode. 
The Inquest, which was taken at Salop on May 14 following, 
reported in favour of the grant, adding that the land in question 
was held of Alan la Zouche by military service, '^ for that John held 
the Manor by half a Knight's Fee under said Alan, and therein 
were three carucates of land, 300 acres of wood, twenty acres c^ 
meadow, and five merks of annual rent over and above the twenty 
acres proposed to be alienated, which twenty acres were worth 
3*. 4d. per annum.'' ^® 

June 12, 1306, John de Beaumes was still living, for the Inquest 
then taken on the death of his contemporary, Hugh de Beaumes^ 
shows the latter to have held a messuage, &c. in John's Lordship 
of Donington.^' 

And within ten years of the last date, John de Beaumes was 
deceased, leaving two sons Hugh and John, the latter of whom, 
being the younger, and having some interest in both Donington and 
Stanwey by disposition of his Father, resigned the same to his 
elder Brother. The deed is in the form of a common quit^claim, 
the Grantor styling himself " John de Beaumeys, son of John de 
Beaumeys Lord of Donython." ^ 

In 7 Edw. II (1313-4) died Alan, last Baron Zouche of Ashby, 
and the Inquest on his death duly records his seigneury at Don- 
nington where he is said to have held half a Knight's Fee.^^ 

daimfld by John de Beaumee afc Stanwey, Roger Carles, Boger de FyneLesdon, 

denied their relationship altogether. It is Sichard de Knyoheleje (Neachley), John 

this single oircumstanoe which has enabled de Aula de Bispeston and others. It 

me to distinguish the two lines which must certainly have passed between 1305 



they represented. 

V Ibidem, memb. 51 recto, 23 recto. 

^ InquinHans, 32 Edw. I, Ko. 125. 

» InqmnUons, 33 Edw. I, No. 16. 

^ Charter in possession of the Ber. 
Heniy Bishton. The witnesses are Sirs 
Walter de Huggeford and William le 
Forcer, Knights; Henry de Beaumeys 
(son and heir of Hugh who died in 1305), 



and 1824^ and, forasmuch as it is un- 
dated, probably in the earlier half of that 
period. 

An undated deed of Fulk Fembruge's, 
which I shall set forth under Tong, ex- 
hibits a combination of names almost 
identical, and passed probably in 1312. 

^ InquisUioHs, 1 Edw. II, No. 36. 
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But to return to Hugh de Beaumes his Tenant. — He, like his 

Father, wishing to benefit the Convent of White Nuns of Brewood, 

procured the King's Writ (dated 10th July 1315, ordering Inquest 

to be made as to the damage which the Crown would suffer if he 

granted thirty acres of wood in Donynton to the Prioress. The 

Jurors sat at Donynton on 28th July, and reported that the grant 

would be harmless ; that the wood was held of William de Mortimer 

Lord of Ashby la Zouche, with other lands in Donynton, by 

service of half a Knight's Pee ; that the thirty acres were worth 

58. per annum ; that the said William de Mortimer and the Earl 

of Hereford were mediate between Hugh de Beaumes and the 
King.»2 

In 1316, Hugh de Beaumeys was duly returned as Lord of the 
Manor of Donnington.^ 

On April 22, 1324, styling himself Lord of Donynton, he grants 
to John de Beames his Brother, a messuage in Shakerlew, which 
John atte Syche held, and two parcels of adjacent land in addition, 
with two pieces of waste in Donynton Wood, fee, to hold to John 
and his heirs lawfully begotten, at a rent of 8«. payable to the 
Grantor and Helena his wife and the Grantor's heirs, for all services 
except heriots and suit of the Grantor's Court of Donynton. He 
also grants wood for fire and fence, and the accustomed rights of 
common for all the Grantee's own stock and for 240 sheep of other 
persons. If the Grantee die without lawful issue, then the 
premises shall remain to John, son of said John, and his heirs 
lawfully begotten, whom failing remainder is limited to the right 
heirs of John Senior.^ 

All that I can further say of Hugh de Beaumes, Lord of Don- 
ington, is that he was returned in 1324, as a Man-at-Arms liable 
to attend the Great Council summoned to meet at Westminster on 
May 30 in that year.^^ 

A fine of the Manor of Donington levied in 1329, seems to 
indicate that Henry de Beaumeys was then Lord thereof. He, 
Henry, was no relation to Hugh, and therefore if any change 
had occurred it will have been rather by purchase than by 



' Ad quod damnum, 9 Edw. 11, No. 
121. 

' FarUametUafy WnU, yoL iy, p. 
899. 

** Charter in possesBion of the Bey. 
Henrj Bishton. This deed is dated at 
Donjnton, on Sunday, in the close of 



Easter, 17 Edw. II, and is atteeted by 
Boger de Pulesdon, John Humfrey, John 
Carlas, William de Blymhyll, and Bicfaard 
son of Syman Lucas. Sir Bobert de 
Atterlegh, Bector of Tong, is mentioned 
as an adjoining freeholder. 
» FarUameiUmy WriUy IV. 618. 
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Buocession. This Fine shall be given at lengthy when I come^ 
under Tong, to speak of the succession of the said Henry. 

Of the Undertenants at Neachley, Shakerley, and Eilsall^ in 
Donington Manor, I have nothing more to say than has been implied 
already, or will appear in my notices of neighbouring places. 

HUMPHRESTON,— 

though mentioned in one instance as a Member of Albrighton, is 
much more generally associated with the Manor and Parish of 
Donington. I presume the place to have been named after some 
early Tenant thereof, of whose descendants, or of a family other- 
wise settled here, we have several distinct notices. — 

At the Assizes of 1203, William de Omfreeston was amerced 
for default ;^^ and at those of 1221, Leticia, Widow of William de 
Umfreiston, withdrew the suit of novel disseisin which she had 
against Walter de Beaumes for stopping up a road in Brewode to 
the injury of her free tenement in Umfreiston. Her Sureties were 
Henry de Bispeston and William Fitz Ralph.^ 

About the middle of the Century, Humphrey de Humphreyston 
occurs as a witness of some local charters. 

In 1272, among Pleas of the Crown connected with Brimstree 
Hundred, William de Unfreyston is entered as in misericordid for 
contempt.^® 

At the Assizes of Oct. 1292, John de Unfreyston sat as a 
Juror for Brimstree Hundred, and I find the same person under 
the name of John Humfrey attesting deeds, or sitting on Juries 
under dates of May 31, 1295, July 11, 1296, June 6, 1300, and 
April 22, 1324. 

DONINaTON CHUECH. 

The Record, which so accurately enumerates five Salt-pits, a 
Mill, and a Wood as adjuncts of Donington Manor, in 1085, would 
hardly have omitted the Church had it existed at the time. We 
must therefore ascribe this Foundation to Earl Roger de Mont- 
gomery whom we know to have bestowed the Advowson thereof on 
Shrewsbury Abbey .^® 

Donington Church will therefore have been built, endowed, and 
thus disposed of, within eight years of Domesday, for Earl Roger 
died in July 1094, if not a year earlier. 



' Salop Atsizesy 5 John, m. 6 dorso. 
^ Salop AuizeSfQ Rem, IllfXD.ddono. 



» Salop Assuxt, 56 Hen. Ill, 22 zecto. 
» Salop Chartulary, No. 2. 



II. 24 
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This grant to Slirewsbury Abbey received specific confirmation 
from King William (probably Rufus)^ Henry I, Stephen^ Henry II, 
and Henry III, in their various Charters to that House. 

The Monks of Shrewsbury were induced to consign this 
Advowson to Richard de Belmeis, Bishop of London, who, as 
Lord of the Manor, will have had special reasons for such an 
arrangement. 

The last moments of that great Statesman, when he lay dying 
at the Priory of St. Osyth, were devoted to certain formal acts of 
restitution, suggested either by some previous injustice of his own, 
or some doubt as to the honorable inclinations of his heir. His 
letter on the subject of his interest in Donington Church belongs 
undoubtedly to this period of his life, and was suggested by some 
such feeling. It is as follows,— 

" Richard Bishop of London to all the Barons of the County of 
Scropscire greeting. I will that ye tender testimony for the 
Monks of St. Peter, that Roger the Earl gave them' the Church 
of Doninton before that I obtained the vill ; and I do have the 
same Church from them, not as a gift, but as a trust (non donatam 
sed prsestitam) as long as they may will. Farewell.''^® 

Thus in January 1127, will the Monks of Shrewsbury have 
obtained a second title-deed to the Advowson of Donington. 

I should have observed that Earl Roger's grant of Churches to 
Shrewsbury Abbey was accompanied by a right of appropriation, 
subject only to the lives of existing Incumbents. Such a right 
must have been from the first exercised under Episcopal sanction. 
In the case of Donington it was commuted at a very early period 
for an annual pension of half-a-merk (6«. 8rf.), payable by the 
Incumbent to the Abbey. 

These rights of Advowson and Pension generally were confirmed 
to the Abbey by Charters of Roger de Clinton,^^ Walter Durdent,^^ 
aQd other succeeding Bishops of Chester, Coventry, or Lichfield ; 
the specific pension of half-a-merk, I also find authorized in a 
Charter of Richard Peche,^^ Bishop of Lichfield from 1161 to 1182. 

In 1291, the Church of Doniton in the Deanery of Newport 



^ Salop Chartularj, No. 853 b. 

» Harl. MSS. 3868, fo. 7, b, is un- 
doubtedly the Charter of Boger de Clm- 
ton (1129*48). It oonfirms the Church of 
Donytone, with a pension of half-a-merk. 

^ Salop Chartulaiy, No. 61. 



» Ibidem, No. 829. But a Charter of 
Boger Bishop of Chester (No. 328) names 
a pension of 8«. 4d, only as due from 
Donington. However the Confirmation 
of John de Peocham, Archbishop of Can- 
terbury (No. 62), names the higher sum. 
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stands tcuced as of £2. 18s. 4(1. annual value^ but mention of the 
Abbot of Shrewsbury's pension is omitted.** 

In 1341^ the Commissioners assessed the parish of Dunynton 
at £1. Ss. 4d, for the ninth of com^ wool and lamb. The reasons 
why it was assessed so low, were because a thirtieth of wheat was 
payable as tithe of one carucate held by the Abbot of Buildwas, 
and because another carucate held by the same Abbot lay untitled; 
also because the Prioress of the Nuns of Brewod had three caru- 
cates of land in the Parish and paid tenths thereon to the Pope, 
and because the glebe, small tithes, the mill, and other spiritualities 
went to swell the greater sum (the Taxation) and did not affect the 
ninth conceded to the King.*® 

In 1534, the Rectory of Donyngton (of which Richard Hill 
was Incumbent) was of £\4&, gross annual value, which was 
chargeable with 13*. 4rf. for Synodals and Procurations. — 

The Abbot of Shrewsbury still continued to receive a pension of 
6*, 8d. therefrom.** 



EARLY INCUMBENTS. 

The earliest of these, of whom I have any notice, was a victim 
of the times in which he lived. — 

At the Assizes of January 1256, the Jurors of Brimstree 
Hundred reported how Simon, Parson of Dunyton, had been slain 
by unknown Malefactors, who had also burnt his house, and 
how the vills of Dunyton, Tonge &c. had made no pursuit after 
the assassins.*^ 

At this period the murdered man had been succeeded by one 
named Jam£S, for at the same Assizes an issue was tried as to 
whether — 

Ranulph le Forester had unjustly erected a fence in Duniton to 
the injury of the free tenement of Hugh de Schenton in the same 
vilL Roger de Halcton (Haughton), Adam Pollard of Legh, Hugh 
de BuUinghal (Boningale), Thomas de Albrigton, Robert de 
Esthull (Astall), and John de Estwik, Recognizors in this cause. 



** Pope Nich. Taxation^ p. 246. 

^ Inquisitiones Nonarum, p. 193. We 
know of no grants made to Buildwas 
Abbey in Donington Manor, except three 
acres and a right of Common by Richard 
de Behneis. The Parish will therefore 
have originally been more extensive than 
the Manor, perhaps comprising part of 



Buckley, or else the right of Common 
must have been commuted for a definite 
quantity of land within the Manor. 

* Valor Eccleaiasticus^ vol. iii, pp. 
186, 189. 

^ PlacUa Corona, 40 Hen. Ill, 
memb. 9. 
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did not appear. It was found however that Banulph had erected 
the said fence in the name of James^ Parson of Duniton ; — so Hugh 
the Plaintiff was found to be in misericordid.^ 

At the Assizes of September 1272^ Henrt de Belton^ Parson 
of Donington svhtus Brewode, having demised a messuage and 
half-virgate in Donington to Banulf Bussell^ and the latter being 
sued for the same by John, son of John Gemyn^ alleged his 
tenancy to be at will of said Henry^ and so was dismissed rine dieP 

Richard de Albbiston^ the next Rector of Donington of 
whom I find any mention^ died May 4, 1311^ and on June 5 
following^ — 

Richard de Polyleye^ Subdeacon^ was admitted and instituted 
at presentation of the Abbot and Convent of Salop. This Rector 
has license for a year's study Nov. 6, 1313^ and resigned April 27, 
1320. On May 3 following,— 

Sir Thomas de Coventre, Chaplain, was admitted at the 
presentation of Salop Abbey. On March 10, 1329, he exchanged 
this preferment for the Vicarage of Wotton (Lichfield Diocese), and 
the late Vicar thereof, — 

Sir Roger de Botvyle, was instituted here at the usual 
presentation. On Aug. 3, 1330, Sir Roger Doyvile {sic) exchanged 
for the Church of Chirchelalford (Church Lawford, Warwickshire)^ 
and the Incumbent thereof, — 

Robert lb Vener, Priest, was instituted here on the usual 
presentation. He did not long hold the Living, for on July 9> 
1339,— 

Nicholas de Wasthttll, Rector of Donyngton, having exchanged 
this Rectory for that of WeBton jturta Cammel (Bath and Wells 
Diocese), the late Rector of Weston, — 

John de Pencrich, was admitted here. Sir Thomas {sic) 
Penkcrych, Rector of Donington, died August 25, 1349, and 
on Feb. 11, 1350,— 

Roger de ITmfreston, Chaplain, was admitted on the usual 
presentation.*^ 

Francis Sandvord notices (in 1663-4) two coats of arms in 
Donington Church Windows, apparently the same as those which 
may still be seen there. They are — 



^ Ibidem, memb. 16 recto (PlacUa de 
Juratie et AMm»), 

^ ScUop Auizes, 56 Hen. Ill, memb. 7 
recto. 



^ Compare I>vgdale*$ Wiarwickthire, 
p. 31 (Thoma8*B Edition). 
41 licfafield B^giBters, tub amma. 
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I. Ou^ ten Bezants^ four^ three^ two^ and one. 
II. The same^ with a Chief ermine.^ 

The first I take to be the coat of Belmeis Lord of Tong^ as 
afterwards borne by his heir — La Zouche. The second will 
perhaps be the coat of Belmeis of Donington. 



36reb)ooti ffoxtsit 



Breitde appears in Domesday as a Staffordshire Manor exclusively 
belonging to the Bishop of Chester. It contained a spacious 
wood still known as the Bishop's Wood^ and which is noticed in 
Domesday as an adjunct of the Manor .^ 

But there was a large tract of land hereabouts of which neither 
the Shropshire nor Staffordshire Domesday takes any notice^ but 
which doubtless formed an exclusive district at the time of the 
Survey, and was known for more than a Century afterwards as the 
Royal Forest of Brewood. Its extent may be clearly ascertained. — 
Weston and Bishop's Wood mark its Northern boundary ; Brewood 
and Chillington its Eastern; Albrighton, Donington^ and Tong 
complete the circle to the South and West. 

I have before intimated that land exclusively of the Forest does 
not necessarily claim any notice in Domesday. Here then is an 
instance of the fact. This district occupied hundreds of acres both 
in Shropshire and Staffordshire, and the only hint which we have of 
its existence, or the King's appropriation thereof, is where he is said 
to have retained in his own hands some, probably adjoining, forest- 
ground in Albrighton.^ 

No notice has occurred to me of any Eoyal visit to Brewood or 
its Forest before the time of King John. That Monarch, whose 
daily movements for the greater part of his reign are well ascer- 
tained, is found to have been thrice at Brewood, viz. April 4, 1200, 
January 27-29, 1206, and August 18, 1207.^ Each.of these visits 



^ BugdMa VuUaHon of 8krap»hire, 
fo.42. 

' Domesdasf, fo. 247 a. 1. The BiBhops 
of CoTentiy and Lichfield were generally 
styledof CheBter in the elerenih and twelfth 
centuries. 



s Supra, p. 149. 

' See the *' Itinerary of King John," by 
T. Duifua Hardy, Esq., — ^printed in his 
Introduction to the Patent Bolls of that 
reign. 
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formed a halt in a journey between Lichfield and Kinver, and the 
adjacent Forest was doubtless the object of attraction. Never- 
theless it was King John himself who, by one grant after another, 
surrendered the more imperative rights of the Crown in regard to 
this district, so that after his reign we find no mention of Brewood 
as of a Royal Forest. 

I will quote one or two documents which indicate the progress of 
this suppression — 

On April 10, 1200, King John, after a visit to Brewood, having 
reached Worcester, addresses a precept to Geoffrey Fitz Piers and 
Hugh de Nevill (th^n Chief Justice of England and the Justice of 
the Forest) prohibiting them from hindering the Bishop of Coventry 
in inclosing a Park in his wood of Brewude; for which Park, to be 
two leagues in circumference, as well as for fortifying Ecdeshall 
Castle, the said Bishop had the King's. License.^ 

On March 13, 1204, the King being at Bruges issued his Charter 
to certify that he " had altogether disforested his Forest of Browud, 
in all respects pertaining to a Forest or Foresters. Wherefore the 
said Forest, and the men who dwelt therein, and their heirs, were to 
be diaforested for ever, and quit of the King and his heirs, in all 
those same respects.'* ^ 

On Feb. 4, 1206, the King informs Hugh de Nevill that he has 
given the Bishop of Chester " license to make a decoy (saltorium) in 
his Park of Briwud towards the Forest ; and Hugh de Nevill is to 
allow it.''« 

From this it would appear that the former Charter was not yet in 
full operation ; but the King's retention of his Forest-rights appears 
more clearly and at a still later period.' At the Forest Assizes of 
March 1209, the following proceeding was duly registered : — 

'' The Knights and men who live in Brewode in Salopesire give 
the King 100 merks that they and their heirs may be for ever dis- 
forested, according to that which is contained in the King's Charter 
which they, and the men of StajQfordshire, have : — So that all they of 
the County of Salopesire who have hunted or taken beasts in 
Brewode within the County of Salopesir may bear their share of 
the aforesaid fine, rateably with the said Knights and men, according 
to their respective interests therein."^ 

At these same Assizes, John Bagot and Hamo de Weston were 
indicted for receiving Marksmen (Bersatores) and Hounds at 



* Sot. Chart, 1 John, memb. 25 dono. 

* Ibidem, 5 John, memb. 10. 



' Clams. 7 John, memb. 4. 

' P2act^i^efte,Salop,No.ii«memb.l. 
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Blymhill and Weston, but the result of this indictment does not 
appear.® 

I find no later notice of Brewood as a Royal Forest nor of the 
Crown being seized of any lands in the district. A precept of King 
John, dated 26th July 1213, allows the Archbishop of Dublin to 
take thirty stags in Brewud Park ; but this precept is addressed to 
the Custodes of the (then yacant) See of Coventry, from which 
I infer that the Bishop's Park was to supply the order.' 



CISTERCIAN NUNNERY OP BREWOOD, 

NOW WHITE-LADIES. 

The Forest, whose boundaries and history I have been sketching, 

inclosed at the beginning of the I3th if not at the end of the 12th 

Century two principal objects of interest, viz. a Convent of 

Cistercian Nuns, whose house, dedicated to St. Leonard, and still 

known as White-Ladies, was in Shropshire, and a Convent of Black 

or Benedictine Nuns, whose house, dedicated to St. Mary, was in 
Staffordshire.io 

So far from constituting one foundation, as these establishments 
are sometimes taken to have done, they had nothing to connect 
them but their propinquity, and nothing in common but a spirit of 
mutual rivalry. 

It is with the Cistercian and Shropshire House alone that we are 
concerned, and this is the fittest time to speak of it. — 

Though associated, with Donington more than any other place^^^, 
the spot still retains some vestiges of its antient status. It is 
parochially and manorially independent. Its ruined wall and con- 
secrated precinct are still protected and venerated by members of 
the Faith under which it was founded. 

Its History, like itself, consists but of fragments, for, however 



' Some words which seem to have 
stated the illicit objects of the accused 
are unintelligible. 

^ Clous. 15 John, memb. 8. 

^ I may, in a note, anticipate that 
third and more romantic interest which 
now attaches to this district. The Boyal 
Forest of Brewood ga^e place in xsourse 
of time to fiu*ms and homesteads, one of 
which, as yet uncleared and unnamed, 
was afterwards to be known as Boscobel. 
Perhaps indeed, and at the yeiy time of 



which we treat, the King's Forest was 
already nourishing that sapling oak which 
was destined in its maturity to shelter a 
King's person. 

11 Tanner makes this house to be in 
Brewood Parish, and so a part of Brewood 
Parish to be in Shropshire. Neither as- 
sumption is correct. The Nuns were 
called "of Brewood," not because their 
house was in Brewood Parish but in 
Brewood Forest. 
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interesting to the Antiquary^ no Chartulary of this House is known 
to exist; we have not even a definite Legend as to its origin.^^ 

We are told^ and I believe truly^ that it was founded in the time 
of Richard I^ or of John. It certainly was in full existence during 
the latter reign^ for besides the grant in Bridgnorth which King 
John made to this Sisterhood^ and which has been already spoken 
of/^ his Charter dated September 1^ 1212^ gives them some immu- 
nities in regard to land at Calvreton (Co. Notts) of which they 
were previously possessed.^* 

Their further endowments^ as far as Shropshire contributed, will 
be or have been detailed in different sections of this book, and 
where other Counties were concerned, must be epitomized in a 
note.^^ I may however here say that all details collectively warrant 
an idea that the property of this Sisterhood was acquired by gradual 
and small instalments, and that each item represents the consign- 
ment of some female member of a wealthy or powerful family to 
the service of Religion. No more direct and apparent Patronage 
of this House can be traced in its scattered history than that of the 
Diocesan Bishops. No consent of the Crown seems to have been 
necessary on the election of its successive Prioresses. — 

The Sisterhood elected their own Superior and the Bishop con- 
firmed or cancelled their choice. 

No Seal of the house is known to exist ;^* no earlier Charter, 



IS Mr. Dukes (AnUquUtes^ p. 201) says 
indistinctiTcly of these Black and White 
ll'unneries, that '* it is supposed that they 
were founded by Isabel Launder and 
Hubert Walter about the year 1195.'* 
Part of this supposition may rest upon a 
Legend, and seems to require a passing 
note. If Hubert Walter ever founded a 
Nunnery, we know enough of him to 
declare that it was the Cistercian rather 
than the Benedictine Order which would 
have had his patronage. If again he eyer 
founded a Shropshire Nunnery, it will have 
been at about the time indicated (1195-6) 
when he was Archbishop of Canterbury, 
Legate of the See of Borne, Viceroy of 
King Richard, and somewhat occupied in 
this County. His authority in Brewood 
Forest must, howerer, have existed solely 
under permission or direction of the 
King.— 

Aji5 to Isabel Launder, her name indeed 



is associated with the Black Nunnery of 
Brewood, but in a way singularly incon- 
gruous with any concern in its foundation. 
^She was its last Prioress, and as such 
surrendered it to the Commissioners of 
Henry VIIL 

» Supra, Vol. I, p. 361. 

^* Bot. Chart, 14 John, memb. 5. The 
King calls the Sisterhood "Nuns of 
St. Leonard of Brewud." His Charter 
of Nov. 15, 1200, to the rival House 
describes it as the " Church of St. Mary 
of Brewud." {RoU Chart. 2 John, memb. 
20). 

^ See Tanner^s Notitia Monastiea^ 
under 'Shropshire;' New Monasticon, 
voL V, pp. 730, 731 ; LelancTs Itinerary ^ 
vol. vii, p. 22; Duket* Antiquities of 
Shropshire, pp. 201, 202 ; Pope Nicholas' 
Taxation, p. 162. 

i<^ Tho two Seals alluded to by Mr. 
Dukes are both of Black-Ladies. 
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original or transcript, have I been able to discover than that of King 
John. 

The names of a few Prioresses remain to us^ viz. — 

Alditha^ who has already occurred about 1225.^^ — 

Cecilia, who seems to have followed her.-*-* 

Agnes, who occurs in 1256. — 

A letter of Bishop Roger de Northburgh, dated at Heywode, 
10th Sept. 1326, directs search to be made through the Archdea- 
conry of Derby for Elizabeth la Zouche and Alice de Kallerhale^ 
Nuns regularly professed of this House, who had left their Convent. 
They are when found to be admonished to return within ten days 
under pain of the Greater Excommunication. All who aid or abet 
their concealment are threatened with the like penalty.^^ 

A letter^ by the same Bishop, as to a recent election of a Prioress 
of this House^ will show the names and rank of some of the Sister- 
hood.^^ It bears date at Hey wood, May 29, 1332, and recites as 
follows : — " that the Priory of White Nuns of Brewod had recently 
been vacant by resignation of Dame Joan de Huggeford, the last 
Prioress; that on the third day of the vacancy the Sub-prioress and 
Convent met in the Chapter House and agreed to elect a Prioress 
by method of Scrutiny; whereupon Agnes de Weston (Sub-prioress)^ 
Beatrice de Bures^ and Joan Giffard were appointed Scrutineers to 
collect and announce the votes of the Convent ; that they did so ; 
and that the result was the election of Dame Alice de Harlegh, a 
Nun of the House." The Prioress-elect had apparently offered the 
usual opposition to her own promotion, and at last given the not 
less usual consent. The premises had been reported to the Bishop 
whose ratification was necessary. — 

He had ordered due inquiry to be made as to all particulars, and 
finding the process of election to have been informal^ cancels it 
altogether, deprives the electing body of the power to elect on this 
occasion, and appropriates the same power to himself. The Bishop 
then (*' in his own Pontifical Authority") appoints the same Dame 
Alice de Harlegh to be Prioress, lest the Convent should suffer 
harm by a protracted vacancy, and because he has heard of the 
many virtues by which the said Alice is recommended to the office, 
— Sir Richard Morys, Chaplain^ has the Bishop^s mandate to induct 
and instal the new Prioress. 



V Supra, YoL I, p. 861. i *^ Ibidem Register, u, fo. 210. 

" Lichfield fiegister, iii, fo. 19. I 

II. 25 
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Dame Alice de Harley died in 1349, when Beatrice de Dene, 
Prioress-elect, and her Convent, agreed to submit such election to 
the order of the same Bishop. The Bishop in a letter dated at 
Heywod, July 29, 1349, appoints the said Beatrice to be Prioress, 
and orders the Archdeacon of Stafford to instal her.^ 

At this period the site and local possessions of the Priory 
extended to three camcates of land, which, as we have seen under 
Donington, were estimated to be in that Parish. 

In 27 Henry VIII (1535-6), Dame Margaret, Prioress of this 
House, returned its gross annual income at £31, Is, Ad., its out- 
goings at £13. lOs. Sd., and its net income at £17. lOs. Sd. — 

The demesne lands at White Ladies contributed £6, 13s. 4d. of 
the gross income. The balance was made up by rents in Notting- 
hamshire, Staffordshire, and Shropshire. The latter arose from 
small parcels of land at Higley, Chatwall, Budge, Bold, Sutton 
(Maddock), Bowton, High-Ercall, Berrington, Shrewsbury, Bridg- 
north, Ingardine, Tedstill, Beckbury, and Humfreston. The 
Advowsons of Muntford (Salop) and Tydshull (Derbyshire) also 
were appropriate to White-Ladies, and a pension from Bold Chapel, 
already alluded to. — 

Among the outgoings of the House was a chief rent of 10s, to 
the Lord of Donyngton; an annual fee of 16^. 8^^. to Thomas 
Gifforde, Esq. their Seneschal; and a Salary of £5. for the Chaplain, 
who by appointment of the Nuns performed services within their 
Monastery for the souls of their Founders,^^ 

The Ministers' Accounts of 28 Henry VIII (1536-7) exhibit the 
gross income of this House as £35. 8s. 3d. — a difference arising from 
the addition of a few items of revenue, the alteration of others, 
and the valuation of the Demesne-lands and Manor being raised to 
£10. 9*. 6d.^ 

The Architectural Remains at White-Ladies consist of a 
Chapel in the Norman style with round Arches. 

Prom an ornament over the North Door, I should assign the 

work to the latter part of the twelfth Century. On the north side 

is an open round Arch which might have led into a Transept or 

Chapel. T T -n 

^ J. L. Petit. 



» Ibidem, fo. 224. 

« Valor HoclenaHictu, iii, 193, 'where 
the return ib properly olassified with other 
Shropshire Houses, while that of the 



Black-Ladies (p. 103) is with equal accu- 
racy giyen under Staffordshire. 
^ ManasHcon, y, 731. 



191 



ZotiQ. 



Without hazarding a conjecture as to the etymology of this name 
I will proceed at once to state what Domesday says of the*Manor, 
whilst as yet it was held in Demesne by the first Norman Earl of 
Shrewsbury. 

" The same Earl holds Tuange. Earl Morcar held it. Here are 
III hides geldable. In demesne are iiii ox-teams; and (there are) 
VIII serfs^ and iii villains^ and ii boors with iii ox-teams. Here 
is one league of wood. In time of King Edward (the Manor) was 
worth ^11. (annually) ; now it is worth £6/'^ 

If there be a place in Shropshire calculated alike to impress the 
Moralist, instruct the Antiquary, and interest the Historian, that 
place is Tong. It was for centuries the abode or heritage of men, 
great either for their wisdom or their virtues, eminent either from 
their station or their misfortunes. 

The retrospect of their annals alternates between the Palace and 
the Feudal Castle, between the Halls of Westminster and the Council- 
Chamber of Princes, between the battle-field, the dungeon, and 
the grave. 

The History of the Lords of this Manor is in fact the biography 
of Princes and Prelates, Eaxls and Barons, Statesmen, Generals, 
and Jurists. 

These are the great names and reminiscences with which the place 
is associated ! — ^the Saxon Earls of Mercia, brave, patient, and most 
unfortunate; — victims of inexorable progress: then their three 
Norman successors, one wise and politic, another chivalrous and 
benevolent, the last madly ambitious and monstrously cruel ; — then 
the Majesty of England represented by Henry I, a Prince who, in 
ability for ruling, almost equalled his Father, and has been surpas- 
sed by none of his Successors ; — then the sumptuous and viceregal 
pride of De Belmeis, Bishop, General, Statesman, and withal very 
Priest; — ^his collateral heirs with their various and wide-spread 
interests, dim in the distance of time, but traceable to a common 
origin; — the adventurous genius and loyal faith of Brittany 
represented in La Zouche; tales of the oscillating favouritism 

1 Domesday^ fo. 253, b. 2. 

II. 25 § 
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and murderous treachery of King John; — overweening ambition 
and saddest misfortune chronicled in the name of De Braose; 
— a Harcourt miscalculating the signs of his time and mined 
by the error; — a race of Pembruges whose rapid succession 
tells of youth and hope and the early grave ; — then the open-handed 
and magnificent Yemons ; lastly^ Stanley, a name truly English, 
and ever honourable in English ears, yet for one^ of whom it was 
fated to 'add a last flower to this chaplet of ancestral memories, to cut 
short the associations which five centuries had grouped around this 
fair inheritance. 

Such siunmarily is the history of which I am now to give a few 
of the earlier details. — 

That the Norman Earl of Shrewsbury should retain in demesne 
the richest Manors of his Saxon Predecessors was an act of compara- 
tive moderation. Tong and Donington were of this class at a 
period when a fertile, level, and well- watered soil can alone have 
constituted Manorial value. That the two Manors thus combined 
were objects of the EarFs special regard we may learn from the 
only fact which remains to us of his dealings therewith. — 

Within ten years after Domesday y he founded a Church in each of 
them. Churches were at that period so thinly scattered that the 
necessity of two so near together can have suggested itself only to a 
miud intent upon the welfare of a certain locality, and the district, 
thus cared for by the Earl, was doubtless honoured by his frequent 
presence. — 

There were woods wherein he might exercise his favorite diver-* 
sion, waters which could supply so devout a Catholic with the 
proper means of abstinence, to say nothing of the salt-works 
attached to Donington, — those essential adjuncts of a great feudal 
establishment. 

On the forfeiture of Earl Robert de Belesme, Tong and Donington 
will have been of the Demesne of King Henry I. How long they 
continued so, we know not; we only know the &ct, but not the 
time or particulars, of a grant which that Monarch must have made 
of both to his Viceroy, Richard de Selmeis, Bishop of London. 

Here then is a fitting opportunity to introduce a notice of this 
remarkable man whose public career for forty years was more or 
less associated with Shropshire. 



s Sir Edward Stanley, K.B., Father of 
the heautiful, but too famous, Yenetia, 
Lady Digby. She was her Father's Co- 



heir, and, had Sir Edward not sold the 
estate^ Tong might have further been asso- 
ciated with the name of Sir Eenehn Digby. 
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It is intimated, by a respectable authority/ that Richard de 
Belmeis was, in the first instance, largely and confidentially 
employed by Earl Roger de Montgomery. If so, he was doubtless 
largely rewarded ; but being a Clerk, and his preferment probably 
Ecclesiastical, we cannot appeal to Domesday for any verification 
of this statement/ Nevertheless we find Richard de Belmeis 
prominent among the great men who attested the Charters of 
Earl Roger, and a witness also of all the Charters, genuine and 
doubtful, which are assigned to Earl Hugh, in the R^pb9ter of 
Shrewsbury Abbey. 

His non-participation in the treason of Robert de Belesme is 
apparent and most probably recommended him to the notice and 
patronage of Henry I. Here I must again quote the Welsh 
Chronicle for specific details which can be supplied from no other 
source, but whose veracity is warranted by a most extraordinary 
coherence with less relevant documents. — 

Three Sons of Blethyn ap Convyn, Prince of Powis, had, in the 
first instance, allied themselves to Belesme, but the promises of 
King Henry had subsequently detached Jorwerth, the most 
influential though not the eldest of the three, firom the confederacy. 
On the fall of Belesme, about August 1102, Jorwerth went to the 
King's Court to claim his reward, but without success. The 
King aflterwards, probably mistrusting his intentions, invited 
Jorwerth to a conference at Shrewsbury. Jorwerth came, was 
accused of treason by the King's Commissioners and thrown 
into prison. This was at the dose of the year 1102. The King's 
Commissioners who were sent to Shrewsbury on the occasion were 
''Richard de Belmersh or Beleasmo, afterwards appointed by 
King Henry to be Warden of the Marches and govemour of the 
Countie of Salop : Walter Constable, the father of Milo Earle 
of Hereford, and Rayner the King's lieutenant in the County of 
Salop."— 

If this be correct it shows us that Rainald, the Domesday Sheriff 
of Shropshire, had not joined Belesme's rebellion, but was in 
office at a subsequent period. It also shows that Richard de 



' J\Hoer«C%roiwe20,p.l2O(£dit.ieS4). 
'* Cheefe dooer about Roger Motmtgomerj, 
Earl of Salop." 

* Domesday does not record the names 
of Chureli Incombenta or Churoh Digni- 
tariei ; but die Earl had large patronage 
of this kind^ and we know from Ordarious 



that he specially aflboted the eoeiely of 
wise Clerks. Kichard de BelmeiB' pro* 
bable tenure of a lay fee at Headowley 
has been already pointed out (Vol. I, 
p. 149), and I am by no means sure that 
he does not occur elsewhere in Dometdojff 
and in a similar relation. 
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BelmeiB did not become Sheriff or Viceroy immediately on 
Belesme's fall. — ^And the latter fact can be substantiated by other 
evidence.— 

A Precept of King Henry restores^ to Ralph Bishop of Chichester^ 
land near the wall of that City^ which he had held ''in the day 
of Biobert de Belismo.^' This precept is addressed to B. de 
Belmes^ Hugh de Faleyse^ and all the King's Barons of Sussex. 
It shows Richard de Belmeis in the King's employ indeed^ and 
as concerned with the escheated honours of Robert de Belesme, 
but not yet holding office in Shropshire. And this precept 
passed '' in Council at Westminster ; "—assuredly that very Council 
which the King is said to have held there at Michaelmas 1102.^ 

Within the next two months Belmeis will have been sent to 
Shrewsbury on the commission already described^ and^ as I believe, 
for more permanent objects. In fact^ there is every reason to 
think that this Commission closed the Shrievalty of Rainald, and 
that Belmeis succeeded him^ — but with fuller powers than an 
ordinary Sheriff, and having a deputy (Fulcoius) to discharge 
the routine duties of the office. This will appear from another 
precept of King Henry^ the object of which was to support the 
title of the Monks of St. Remigius-at-Rheims to certain lands in 
Shropshire. This precept is addressed to '' Richard de Belmeis, 
and Fulqueius the Sheriff and all the Barons of Salopesire.'^ It 
is dated ''at Westminster, in Council/' and issued certainly at 
Christmas 1102.« 

The Chartulary of St. Remigius-at-Rheims supplies us with 
another, and perhaps later precept of King Henry, which I quote 
here merely to show that Belmeis was on that occasion addressed 
simply as Sheriff of Salop ;7 but I have before alluded to the 



• ManasUeon^ yiii, 1168, No. xxyiiL 
William de Werelwast, sole witness of 
this deed, attests many of the King's 
Charters at this period. He was sent aa 
^Jnbassador to the Pope in 1108, and 
was consecrated Bishop of Exeter in 
1107. 

^ We have two copies of this Deed 
(MoncuHoon, vii, p. 1043 5 v 5 and 
p. 1099), one of which serves to correct 
the other. The sole witness, Walter or 
Waldric, Chaplain, attests other deeds of 
the period; but immediatelj afterwards 
he became Chancellor, and as Waldric or 
Walter, Chancellor, attests various deeds, 



the earliest of which bears date Jan. 13 » 
1103. Thus we obtain the limits within 
which this precept issued, viz. between 
Michaelmas 1102 (when Belmeis was not 
yet Viceroy) and Jan. 1103 (when Wal- 
dric was Chancellor). The Court which 
King Henry held at Westminster (Chriet- 
mas 1102) is noticed by the Chroniclers 
and supplies the exact date. 

7 Moncuticony vii, p. 1043 ; vii ; and 
p. 1099. The precept is also addressed 
to Bobert Bishop of Chester, and Nicholas 
Sheriff of Stafford. It is tested by Heni7 
Earl of Warwick, at Waltham. 
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complex nature of his office, and the variety of names by which it 
was consequently described.^ 

Within the first five years of his provincial trust we have a 
well-recorded instance of his " violence and might/^ followed 
however by the exercise of milder powers in his capacity of a 
Mediator and Judge.* Of that however hereafter. We now pass 
to his ecclesiastical career. — 

On Whitsunday (May 24), 1108, he was elected to the vacant 
See of London, and, not being in full Orders, was ordained Priest 
on one of the following Ember days (May 27, 29, or 30), by 
Archbishop Anselm at Mortlake.^^ 

In July of this year the King was waiting on the coast of 
Sussex to embark for Normandy. Anselm came, at the King^s 
request, to th6 sea-port that he might give the King his blessing, 
ere he sailed. On the night of his arrival Anselm was seized 
with sudden illness, and when morning came waa so weak as to be 
unable to cross an arm of the sea which separated his hospice 
from that of the King. The Monarch, hearing thereof, sent the 
Bishops of Exeter and Winchester to excuse Anselm^s attendance, 
and to recommend perfect rest. He however commended himself 
in his journey to the Archbishop^s regard, his Son, whom he left 
behind, and his whole Kingdom, to the Archbishop's care. He 
besought him moreover, by the love he bore him, that he would 
consecrate Richard, Bishop-Elect of London, at Chichester, since 
that City was near, and there were Bishops at hand who could 
assist in the ceremony. 

The reason, says Eadmer, why the King was so urgent about this 
matter was alleged to be as follows : — '^ because the said Richard waA 
a most able man in secular affairs and the King was arranging to 
send him, on the instant, far off to the Western Marches of England, 
there to manage the King's concerns. Anselm had special reasons 
for not consecrating Belmeis at Chichester, but to oblige the King 
he performed the ceremony in his own Chapel at Pageham, on 
Sunday, July 26, the Bishops of Winchester, Salisbury, Chichester, 
and Exeter assisting."!^ 



» Supra, Vol. I, p. 245. 

• Salop Chartulary, No. 1, 

^ Eadmer, p. 96. 

11 Eadmer, pp. 96, 97. I have been 
particular in giving these details, because 
in the Sheriff^ of Shropshire (p. 31) 
Behneis is assumed to have relinquished 



his provincial office on his Consecration. 
The probability is that he returned to 
Shropshire with larger powers than ever. — 
I by no means adopt the reflection 
which in the same page is cast upon 
PowePt Chronicle, Its coincidences with 
ascertained truth are wonderful. 
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Thus much firom the Diary of Eadmer^ the Mend and companion 
of Anselm himself^ and by far the most accurate of the Chro- 
niclers of that age. 

On August 9^ 1108, " Bishop Belmeis assisted at the consecration 
of Badulph Bishop of Rochester, and made a handsome offering 
to his Mother-Church of Canterbury, as indeed the King had desired 
him to do/' 

Now, probably, Belmeis returned to Shropshire, for the Welsh 
Chronicler describing him as '' Richard, Bishop of London, whom 
the King had appointed Warden of the Marches,^' says he was at 
Shrewsbury in this year. There was a disturbance in Wales, for 
Owen ap Cadogan ap Blethyn, a Prince of the house of Powis, had 
forcibly carried off the wife and children of an Englishman, — Gerald 
Steward of Pembroke. The Bishop is represented as forthwith 
treating with Ithell and Madoc, sons of Riryd ap Blethyn (and so 
cousins of Owen) whom with other Welsh Chieftains he bribed to 
take or kill the offender, and revenge the insult offered to the King 
of England. Owen escaped to Ireland^ but returning within the 
year was fortunate in finding his enemy Madoc ap Riryd at variance 
with the Bishop. 

The latter had, it seems, required Madoc to deliver up certain 
English Felons whom he was harbouring. Madoc refused, and his 
quarrel with the Viceroy led to his reconciliation with Owen, and 
their joint attack, in the following year, on the lands of all Norman 
or English settlers in Wales. 

Towards the end of May 1109, King Henry returned from Nor- 
mandy, and the Viceroy of Shropshire was forthwith in attendance 
at Court. Archbishop Anselm being dead, it fell to this aspiring 
Prelate's lot to consecrat^Thomas, Archbishop of York. This cere- 
mony took place on June 27, 1109, in the Church of St. Paulas, 
London. 

In the Autumn of this year the King visited Shropshire and 
Nottinghamshire. It was at Castle- Holgate that he issued his writ, 
appointing Hervey, Bishop of Bangor, to the newly created See of 
Ely. It was also, as I suppose, during this Royal visit that the 
Bishop of London adjudicated, in the King^s presence, that suit 
about a Prebend of Morville which has been already described.^^ 
The Bishop of London passed on with the King to Nottingham, and 



^' Supra, YoL I, p. 82. The AaaeBaan t Fererel, Boger and Bobert Corbet, and 
in this trial were Alan Fits Flaald, Hamo I Herbert son of Helgot. 
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on Oct. 17, attended the General Council, at which was finally 
settled the constitution of the See of Ely. 

At Christmas 1109, the King held another great Court at London, 
and with more than usual pomp. Thomas, Archbishop of York, 
was in attendance, expecting that, the See of Canterbury being 
vacant, he would have to celebrate mass before the King and place 
the Crown on the King's head. The Bishop of London however 
led the King by the hand into Church and performed the said 
ceremonies. Afterwards, meeting at the King's table, the two Pre- 
lates again disputed about their precedence, whereupon the King 
dismissed them both to dine at home, not wishing to hear their 
quarrel. The Bishop of London's conduct on this occasion was 
justified by him on two grounds, viz. that being Dean of Canterbury 
he was the proper representative of the Primacy ; and that his Con- 
secration having preceded the Archbishop's he was, according to St. 
Gr^ory's Institutes, the superior. Eadmer, who relates all this, 
knew in fact that it was for the sake of attaining this precedence 
that Belmeis had hurried forward his own consecration, though 
other grounds (as above related) had been given out to the public. 
Eadmer had the truth not only from private friends of the Bishop, 
but from the Bishop's own acknowledgment in familiar conversation 
with Eadmer himself.^^ 

Belmeis now probably returned to Shropshire, where the unsettled 
state of the Border must have required his constant presence. 
Owen and Madoc, before mentioned, had wound up their enormities 
by the murder of a Bishop, William de Brabant, which so enraged 
the King that they thought it prudent to retire for a time to Ireland. 
The year 1110 however found Madoc again in the Principality and 
ready to purchase the favour of Belmeis. This he efiected by 
murdering Cadogan ap Blethyn, Owen's Father, whom, with his 
said son Owen, the Bishop most specially detested. Madoc was 
rewarded by Belmeis with a grant of lands, but Owen^ returning at 
the same time from Ireland, effected a separate reconciliation with 
the King, in person. 

This is the last direct notice which we have of the interference of 
Richard de Belmeis in Welsh affairs. The grossest treachery seems 
to have pervaded this part of his policy, but it was perhaps balanced 
by specific circumstances with which, of course, the Welsh Chro- 
niclers do not acquaint as. They draw, however, a general picture 
of Wales and its Rulers, faithful enough, and which warrants a 

" Eadmer, p. 105. 

II. 26 
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suspidon of the very worst particulars. The King invaded the' 
Country in 1114^ but his success^ whether in arms or negotiation, 
had no permanent results. Utter subjugation came in the course 
of ages to cure those inherent evils, which Wales self-governed must 
have fostered and suffered from, till the end of time. 

Of the duration of Belmeis' power in Shropshire we have no 
direct information. The apparent dates of the various precepts 
which the King addressed to him in that capacity, must sufiSce for 
our information on this head. The latest of these I have already 
quoted, as having passed between 1 121 and 1 123.^^ His resignation 
at a somewhat later date will appear probable from circumstances 
presently to be mentioned. 

Of Belmeis as a Jurist, we know little more than the great 
authority with which he was invested, and which, within his Pro- 
vince, was equal to that of Royalty itself. What appears more 
extraordinary still is, that he should be found presiding at a purely 
Ecclesiastical Synod of the district. His judgments, the few which 
remain, belong properly to the localities which they affected. Two 
of them are preserved to us in his own words as he recorded them 
in the royal form and style of Letters Patent. The first was given 
apparently about a. d. 1110, in a Court composed of Church Digni- 
taries and Laymen which sat at Wistanstow. The second was his 
decision given in an Archidiaconal Synod at Castle Holgate, about 
1115.^^ The extraordinary prescriptive rights of Wenlock Priory 
were on both occasions in question, and Belmeis supported them 
with most determined and transparent zeal. 

Something more should be said of his, not very firequent, 
appearance in the King's Court or in company with his fellow 
Suffragans, something too of his connection with his own See and 
Diocese. 

On August 1111, he was with the King at Waltham (Hants), 
where the latter was waiting to embark for Normandy. In Sep- 
tember 1114, he attended the King when similarly delayed at 
Bumham (Essex). On June 27, 1115, he was present at the En- 
thronement of Archbishop Ralph at Canterbury ; and, on Dec. 28 



w Supro, VoL T, p. 246. He is both 
addressed in, and staads first witnesB to, 
a Cliarter of Henry I, which passed at 
Shrewsbury in the same interral. (Salop 
Chartulary, 46, c.) 

^ Fat, 22 Edw. Ill, p. 3, memb. 34. 



King Edward treats the Bishop's acts 
with the same respect as those of any 
King his predecessor; — e,^. "Inspezimus 
litteras patentee quas Celebris memoriie 
Bicardus Londinensis Episcopus fecit 
I Wenlooensi Ecdesise in h»c verba." 
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following^ attended with the King and Queen at the Dedication of the 
Abbey Church of St. Alban's. On April 4^ 1120, he assisted at the 
Consecration of David, Bishop of Bangor; on January 16, 1121, at 
that of Richard, Bishop of Hereford ; and on October 2, 1 1 21, at that 
of Gregory, Bishop of Dublin ; which last two took place at Lambeth. 
In this same year he attests Boyal Charters at Windsor and West- 
minster. 

On February 16, 1123, WiUiam Curboil, Prior of St. Osyth's 
(a house of Belmeis' foundation), was consecrated Archbishop of 
Canterbury. William Gifford, Bishop of Winchester, performed the 
ceremony, apparently because the Bishop of London was at the time 
suffering from paralysis.^^ 

He will, however, have affixed his own signature to a great 

Charter which Henry I expedited, later in the same year, to the 
Church of Exeter,i7 

William of Malmsbury, speaking of Maurice, Belmeis^ prede* 
cessor in the See of London, commends him for his magnificent 
improvements in St. Paul's Cathedral. ^' But such,'' he adds, '' was 
the extravagance of his design that he left his successors to pay the 
cost of his vast undertakings. And at length, when Richard his 
Successor had assigned all the Episcopal Revenue to the building, 
supporting himself and his kindred from other sources, he seemed as 
though he accomplished nothing in proportion to such a prodigal 
outlay. Wherefore as years passed by he grew weary and despairing 
of thegood^intentwhidi he entertained in his early Episcopacy, and 
by degrees fainted therein." 

'' There is a place," continues Malmsbury, '^in London Diocese, 
commonly called Cic (Chich) by the East-Saxons, where rests Saint 
Osyth> that Virgin famous for miracles. This house had 
Richard amplified with certain grants of land and the introduction 
of Regular Canons. There were here, and still are. Clerks of 
noted learning; and a joyful harvest, so to speak, clothed the 
whole country under the example of men thus trained. And the 
Bishop himself was at one time minded to retire hither and 
cast off the ensnarements of the world, especiaUy as he had 
experienced some warning from a chronic paralytic disorder; but 
the habit of power restrained his mind, diseased as it was with such 
allurements. William, who succeeded Ralph in the Archiepiscopacy, 
was the first Prior of this House, who, though a Clerk, and at first 

>• Diceto, p. 504. | >' M&muiicon, ii, &d9, 20. 
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dreaded by the Monks (of Canterbury)^ yet did nothing to cause 
them regret^ being a man of sound religion^ gre&t affability^ and 
neither slothful nor hasty/^^® 

Richard de Belmeis^ besides his greater donations to St. Paul's 
Cathedral and the Priory of St. Osyth, was also a Benefactor to the 
Nunnery of Clerkenwell. 

There is much probability that at the last, he retired to St. 
Osyth's and died there. The latter event took place on January 
16, 1127. When he felt his end approaching, he was careful to 
make formal record of a certain act of restitution which he owed 
to the Abbey of Shrewsbury. His Confessors were his own 
Nephew William, Dean of St. Paul's, and Fulk, a Prebendary of 
the same Church, who had succeeded William Corboil in the 
Priory of St. Osyth. The said Prior certified this act of restitu- 
tion in a series of letters addressed to the King, to William, 
Archbishop of Canterbury, to Bernard, Bishop of St. David's, and to 
G (Geoflfrey), Abbot of Salop.— 

The Archbishop transmitted his intelligence to Pagan Fits John 
(then Sheriff) and all the Barons of Shropshire.^' 

This restitution related to the Manor of Betton. Another, not 
so circumstantially recorded, was of the Church of Donington. It 
has been already noticed. A third was of the Church of Tong, 
and perhaps took place before the Bishop was in extremis. It was 
tested by Roger, Archdeacon of Salop, Clarembald the Clerk, and 
John, Clerk of the Queen.^^ 

The Canons of St. Osyth procured the interment of their dis- 
tinguished Benefactor, within their Priory Church, where a marble 
tomb long bore the following inscription : — 

Hie jacet Bichardus Beauveis, cognomine Bufus, London : Epis- 
copus, vir probus et grandsevus, per totam vitam laboriosus, fimdator 
noster religiosus, et qui multa bona nobis et ministris ecdesise su» 
Sancti Pauli contulit. Obiit xvi Januarii, mcxxvii. Cujus animse 
propitietur Altissimus.^^ 

Belmeis, during his occupancy of the See of London, appears to 
have conferred some Prebendal preferment on his relations, and one 
at least of these would seem to have had something more than a 



» W. Malmsbury, p. 184 b. 

'» Salop Chartalary, Nob. 22, 23. 

» Ihidem, No. 829 b. Tho Queen, 
whose Clerk attoeted thin deed, was, 
I doubt not, Adelisa, who had been pre- 



sented with the County of Salop at a 
great Court held in the Christmas of 
1126. 

^' Weevet'M Sepulchral MommenU^ 
p. 607. 
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collateral claim upon his consideration. We have nothing howeyer 
here to do with the Prebendaries of St. Paulas. 

Belmeis^ successor in all those Churches and lands in Shropshire, 
which having first belonged to Godebald (the Priest) and Robert 
son of Godebald, had been conferred by Henry I on the deceased 
Prelate, was Richard de Belmeis his Nephew. The latter had a 
special grant of the same from the King, which is preserved, and 
must have passed about August 1127.^^ This second Richard de 
Belmeis was son of Walter de Belmeis, brother of Richard de 
Belmeis I. I shall have to notice him again as Founder or Co- 
founder of Lilleshall Abbey, and also as eventually occupying the 
See of London. 

The temporal heir of Richard de Belmeis (I), was another son of 
his Brother Walter, viz. Philip de Belmeis, of whom as succeeding 
to the Lordships of Tong and Donington I am now to speak. 

When Richard de Belmeis on his deathbed directed the restora- 
tion of Betton to Salop Abbey, he intimated the possible alternative 
that his Nephew Philip might be able to re-obtain it by the good will 
and free concession of the Monks. Fulk, Prior of St. Osyth, before 
the Bishop had expired, informed Philip de Belmeis, his Knights 
and serving-men, of the expressions of his Uncle and the state of 
the case. It appears however that Philip did not acquiesce in the 
proposed restitution. A suit in the King^s Court ensued, and a 
trial was to have been held before the King and the Archbishop of 
Canterbury at Woodstock, probably about Easter 1127. — 

Then however Philip de Belmeis made default (defecit a jus- 
titi&) and Betton was restored to the Abbey, Archbishop William, 
Legate of the Apostolick See, certifying the same to all the 
faithful.28 

Philip de Belmeis next appears in litigation with Roger de 
Clinton, Bishop of Lichfield. Philip had seized upon some land 
(probably lying between Tong and Brewood) to which the Bishop 
had a claim. The latter was consequently, in 1130, indebted two 
merks to the King, his fine '^ that Philip de Belmeis might try legal 
issue with him (placitet versus cum)'' as to the land soseized.^^ 

Between this time and the year 1135, we find Philip de Belmeis 
holding three Knights' Pees in the Honour of Arundel.^^ We have 



^ ^anatticon, yi, p. 262, No. ii 
^ Salop Chartulary, No. 56. 
^ Eot. Pip. 31 Hen. I, Staffordshire, 
p. 76. 



» Liber Niger^ i, 66.— -The Liber Niger 
is mainly a return of the years 1165-6, 
and the much earlier date which I thus 
confidently assign to a partioular section 
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already seen his Uncle the Bishop^ interested in the Connty of 
Sussex, and the Nephew's tenure there had doubtless devolved to 
him from that source. 

It was probably this Sussex Tenure which, in the year 1188, 
separated Philip de Belmeis from the cause for which the greater 
Feodaries of Shropshire were contending, and associated his inter^ 
ests with those of an Usurper. When Stephen, in August of that 
year, was besieging Shrewsbury, Philip de Belmeis was with him, 
and attested the Charter whereby the King confirmed the then 
recent foundation of Buildwas Abbey .^ 



thereof needs explanation. I enter into 
the question more fully as I shall again 
have to quote this document with refer- 
ence to Shropshire names. — The Earl of 
Arundel making a return in 1165-6 of 
the Knights'-Feee in the Honour of 
Arundel, prefaces his statement thus : — 

** Our Lord King Henry, on occasion 
of a certain dispute which arose among 
the Knights of the Honour of Arundel 
about a certain Army of Wales, chose 
four of the better, more legal, and more 
ancient Knights, and caused tbom to make 
recognition of the Knight*s service of the 
Honour ; and he was unwilling thereafter 
to listen to any one touching the legality 
of those four Knights* decision and their 
sworn return. And this was tlieir re- 
cognition,** &c. 

This ipreSaoe (which I translate from the 
original and not from Heanie*s inaccurate 
transcript) is followed by a list of the 
lands and persons on which and on whom 
the said four Knight-s assessed the relative 
proportions of service. Among them is 
the name of PbiUp de Belmeis, assessed 
at three fees ; of Alan de Dunstanvill, 
assessed at eight fees ; of Hugo de Faleise, 
assessed at five fees ; and of Savaric, as- 
sessed at three fees. Then follows a further 
statement made by the Karl himself of 
such Feoffments as he had since granted 
in the Honour. 

My position is, that the King Henry 
alluded to was Henry I and not Henry II, 
and that the '* army of Wales*' must have 
been levied in or before 1185, when Henry I 
died. 

Mr. Stapleton has already pointed out 



that the return made by the four Knights 
was referable to an earlier period than 
1165. He identified the "army of Wales*' 
spoken of with that of 1159 (meaning, 
I suppose, 1157). Tide Mot. Norman^ ii, 
xxxiij. 

The SMoe internal evidence which led 
Mr. Stapleton to that discovery leads me 
still further. Savaric, one of Uie Tenants 
of the Honour, was dead in Stephen's 
reign, and Iiis Son and Successor, Balph, 
dead before 1157. Alan de Dunstanvill 
also was dead before 1156, and Hugh 
de Faleise, a third Tenant, has occurred 
to us as a man of great trust in Sussex 
fifty years before Mr. Stapleton's date of 
1159. Less proof than this would suffice \ 
for, having once established the date of 
the four Knights* assessment to be earlier 
than 1156, we must go back at least to 
1135. Theie vras no intermediate "army 
of Wales" levied by any King Henry. 
Now Henry I meditated an invasion of 
Wales in 1185. We do not indeed hear 
of the bvy of an English army on that 
occasion, and the King's immediate death 
(Deo. 1135) is hardly consistent with his 
alleged unwillingness to disturb the as- 
sessment, if of the current year. Tet 
I cannot help referring the whole matter 
to that year. At all events the assessment 
appears to be later than 1180. 

^ Moiuuticony v, 356, No. L Philip 
de Belmeis had also witnessed the 
Foundation Charter itself, which was by 
Bishop Boger de Clinton, and passed in 
1186 or early in 1187. (Blakeway*s MSS.; 
Parochial Notices, i, 76.) 
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Belmeis' penonal interest in that Hanse, was soon aftenrardB 
shown more substantially by a grant of his own. The original deed 
is extant and as a document of great interest and bearing upon a 
very obscure period of County History, must be given entire. 

^ Notum sit omnibus hominibus et amicis meis tarn Francis 
quam Anglis quod ego Philippus de Belmes dono et conoedo 
ecclesiae Sanctn Mariae et Sancti Ceddse de Bildewas et Abbati 
omnique Conventui ejusdem loci terram quae fuit Selferi de Roche- 
lai pro salute animse meie totiusque prolis mesd, liberam et quietam 
ab omni temporali servitute. Preterea sdatis me ooncessisse illis 
omnia necessaria sua simul cum pasnagio suo de bosco meo de 
Luseiard et de Brewud et communem pasturem de Thonga in 
bosco et piano. Igitur tam pro hiis quam pro aliis benefidis pre* 
fato loco a me adjunctis ^o et Matilda uxor mea et heredea mei 
susdpimur in fratemitatem ejusdem eodesiie de Bildewas et matris 
ecdesiie de Savinneio et omnium aliarum ad illam pertinentium. 
Qnapropter predpio et preoor omnes qui mihi sint amici ut eandem 
demosynam manuteneant et defendant sicut diligunt salutem 
animae meae atque meorum. Unde etiam in oonfirmadonem hiqus 
meae donadonis presentemcartam sigillo meo munio et testes assigno* 
Testes, Bobertus de Bdmes, Herbertus de Castello Nicholas frater 
ejus. Philippus filius Odonis, Helias de Sai, Johannes Bagot, 
Bobertus de Girrosj Hugo de Sai, Bobertus CapeUanus, Thuroldus 
deMainnio. 



Signum Philippi de Bdmes. 
Signum Philippi filii qus. 



Signum Matildae uxoris ejus 
Signum B filii ejus.^ 



This Charter must have passed about 1138 or 1139. It shows 
Buckley to have been at that period a member of the Manor of 
Tong. It shows the latter to have comprised the Lisard and to 
have extended far towards Brewood. It gives us a list of witnesses 
to which I shall often have to recur. It furnishes the names of 
the Grantor's wife and heir, and we shall see that his second son 
Banulph must be the person indicated by the initial letter-B. 



^ Charter in possesaion of George 
Pritishard, Esq., of Broselej. Of the 
two Seals originally attached to this in- 
valuable document, the first (that of the 
Grantor) is broken, the second (probably 
that of his wife) is gone. 



The marks were eridently added by the 
parties under whose names they stand. 
The deed is translated in Mr. Dukes* 
Appendix (page Ixr) and supposed to be 
of date <* about 1160.** 
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It illustrates the connexion in -which Philip stood to the Lord of 
Castle Holgate (Herbert), viz. as his Tenant at Meadowley. Its 
further significances I must at present postpone. — 

Philip de Belmeis' patronage of the Order of Savigny was for 
some reason or other soon withdrawn. 

Not ten years after his grant to Buildwas^ he is seen to be 
promoting^ if not himself founding an Abbey in the immediate 
neighbourhood of Tong, and of a totally different class. Nay 
further, his mode of establishing this second House must have 
materially diminished the value of his former benefits to Buildwas. 

Philip de Belmeis was in fact the originator of that great 
Augustine institution which was, through the further favour of his 
Brother Richard, eventually to find an establishment at Lilleshall. 
His deed of Foundation runs as follows, — 

" To his Lord and most beloved Father, Roger the venerable 
Bishop of Chester, and to all other prelate and subject sons of Holy 
Church, Philip de Belmeis, greeting in the Lord. 

Know, O Father, and O beloved brotherhood of Prelates and 
Subjects, that I have given and conceded in lasting almoigne and 
perpetual possession, for the souls of my Father and Mother, of 
my wife, and of my other Ancestors ; and for the health of myself, 
my wife and children (filiorum), all the land which is contained 
between Wathlingestreete and Merdiche, for the foundation of a 
Church in honour of the Holy Mary, Mother of God, to Canons 
of the Order of Arroasia, who having come from the Church of 
St. Peter at Dorchester, are there regularly serving God and 
St. Mary; (I give it) free and quit, and absolved of all secular 
service and exaction. I concede also to them advantage of the 
neighbouring woods, both for fire and for building materials. 
I have also added the Church of St. Elena of Aessevi (Ashby, Co. 
Leicester), with the Church of Blackfordbi, to which sixty acres 
are attached, and with its other appurtenances. I have further 
added in the same vill of Aessibi all that land of my demesne, 
which is called Suarteclive, and also the land of Haco Sutor ; 
and tithe of my mills in the same vill ; and tithes of my herds, 
viz., of mares and colts; and tithes of my pannage; and free 
pannage for their swine, and advantage of my wood, both for fire 
and building materials. Of this donation then and concession these 
underwritten are Witnesses : Robert, Bishop of Hereford ; Philip 
son of Philip de Belmis, who is not only a witness but a Promoter 
and Conceder (Conditor et Concessor) of the aforesaid almoigne ; 



TONQ. 



205 



Dame Matilda^ daughter of William Meschin,^ wife of Philip de 
fielmis aforesaid ; Herbert de Castello, Hugo de Cuilli, Hugo de 
Say, Philip Pitz Odo and Roger his Brother; Roger de Ewias, 
Robert Clerk, Walter de Aessebi. Farewell in the Lord to thy 
Holiness. Amen." *• 

This Charter passed undoubtedly after the grant to Buildwas 
abo¥e recited and before May 1145 ; for at the latter date, these 
Arroasian Canons, having migrated from Tong to Donington 
Wood, under the auspices of Richard de Belmeis, Dean of St. 
Alkmund's, were called Canons of Duninton. They foimd soon 
afterwards a more permanent resting place at Lilleshall, and when 
settled there, continued to enjoy all the benefits conferred on their 
fraternity by Philip de Belmeis. The Lizard however instead, of 
being the Site of their house, became as we shall see, only a 
Grange thereof. 

Th^re are other points in Philip de Belmeis' Charter which 
require notice. Two boundaries of the land granted for the 
foundation of a Church are named. These are Watling Street, 
the Northern boundary^ and Meredich, which I conclude to have 
been the Eastern^ and identical with the rivulet which flowing 
from North to South, now supplies a spacious artificial lake 
known as Tong-Mere. The Western limit of Belmeis' grant will 
consequently have been the Manor of Idsall, its Southern his own 
domain of Tong. 

The Lizard Grange, thus bounded, is still in name a Grange, 
and though the locality be otherwise unremarkable, it has its 
interest to the Antiquary, as having been the germ and once 
proposed site of an establishment, which grew elsewhere to great 
magnificence. 



^ It does not appear who William 
Mesohizi, Father of Matilda de Behneis, 
was. Dagdale's aoooont {Baronqge, i,88) 
of William de Meechines, Lord of Coup- 
land, and Brother of Banulph Earl of 
Cheoter, would not, as far as date is con- 
cemed, except him from heing the person 
named. But this William de Mesohines 
appears eventually to haye been repre- 
sented by a daughter and sole heir, Cecily 
wife of Bobert de Bomely. However, 
Dugdale's, and indeed all other accounts 
of the Barony of De Meschines, are either 
confused or inconclusive, and I think it 

II. 



possible that further evidence may connect 
Matilda with that house. 

The second William D*Albini of Bel- 
voir is also said to have been somamed 
Meschines. A probability that his fiunily 
might intennarry with that of Belmeis, 
arises from their relative positions in the 
same County (Leieestershire) ; but the 
era of the Albini specified is too late to 
allow of his having been Father of Matilda 
de Belmeis. 

^ MonagHoon, vi, 262 $ iii ; — where the 
document is accurately printed in tba 
originalliatin* 

27 
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It is probable that Philip de Belmeia' poisesaion of Aflhbj 
(now Afihby de la Zouch) and Blackfordby in Leioesterahire 
arose under a grant thereof by Henry I, to his Unde the Bishop. 

Be that as it may^ we have now seen Philip seized of lands in 
Shropshire^ Sussex^ and Leicestershire. It is almost certain that 
he had Manors also in Staffordshire, and probable that some estates 
in Cheshire and other Counties which were held by his heirs were 
derived &om him. 

The last feature which I shall here notice in his Charters is that 
attestation by Tenants of the Honour of De Lacy which may serve 
to throw some light on a great and as yet unexamined genealogical 
problem. 

I cannot suppose that Philip de Bdmeis long sorviyed his grant 
to the Arroasian Canons of Dorchester. 

Of Philip de Belmeis the younger I have only one notice as his 
Father's Successor. Calling himself Philip, Son of Philip de 
Beumes, and addressing Walter, Bishop of Coventry (who sat firom 
Oct. 1149 to Dec. 1159), he confirms to ''the Canons Regular of 
St. Mary of LUleshill, of the Order of Arroaaia, all the land which 
lies between Watlingestret and Merdische, and also the Church of 
Aessibi with that of Blackfordbye.^'s^ 

Philip de Belmeis junior, who was living at the time of Henry IPs 



^ Dodflworth, yol. ex, fo. 43, b. I am 
favoured by T. Bossell Potter, Esq., with 
another transcript of this deed, including 
the Testing Clause, which is very impor- 
tant. The names giyen are Biohard 
Bishop of London (consecrated 28 Sept. 
1162), Richard Archdeacon of London 
(omitted in Le Neve's List), Hugo 4 Lon- 
don, Badulf de Belmeys " my Brother,' ' 
Peter Fitz William, Roger de Arundel, 
Richard de Belmeys, William de Goeten- 
teine "my SInights," and Roger ''my 
Clerk," and Robert Fits William, William 
de Pontefraoto, Robert de Belmeys, Wil- 
liam his Brother, Peter *' Candarius (Qy. 
Camerarnu) meos," Manrioe Pinoema, 
Robert Camerarius, and other Servants 
of the Bishop of London. — 

The deed theorefore passed between 1162 
and 1169. Another transcript by Dods- 
worth (vol. 141, fo. 49, b.) gives Hugh 
Archdeacon of London, and Philip Fits 
William, as second and fourth witnesses. 



Dodsworth appends to this deed his idea 
of the descent of Belmeis and La Zouohe. 
The scheme is however inconsistent with 
the very evidence on which Dodsworth 
founds it. A Trial about the Manor of 
Betton, which is recorded on the Rolls of 
Hilary Term, 1226, gives William de 
Belmeis as the Brother and next heir of 
Philip Junior, and omits all mention of 
Ranulph. This is a mere mistake of the 
Law-Clerk. At a previous stage of the 
same suit, during the County Assizes of 
1221, the descent was declared to have 
been as stated in the text; and much 
secondary evidence confirms the better 
authority of the Provincial Record. 

The annexed Pedigree of Belmeis and 
La Zottche is, I believe, accurate in all 
points which it distinctly asserts. The 
doubts which are inseparable from such 
an investigation I have indicated by waved 
lines, or such other marks as seemed 
suitable for the purpose. 
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accession (1154), was succeeded by his Brother Ranulph, of whom 
I have the following notices. 

In a donum of the Knights of Nottinghamshire, recorded 
Michaelmas 1159, Badulf de Bealmes' proportion (two merks) is 
pardoned by writ of the King.'^ 

A Certificate remains on the Salop Chartulary, whereby Raaulph 
de Belmeis, addressing all his heirs, kindred. Meads, and vassals, 
tells them that he came before the fiill County of Salop and there 
acknowledged that he wrongfully held Betton, which belonged to 
the Monks of Shrewsbury, and which his Ancestors had unjustly 
held. He restored it, and was thereupon received into the Society 
of the said Monks. Of this were witnesses the Barons and Knights 
of the whole County.** 

In the lAber Niger (1165-6), his return as a Tenant in capite is 
not preserved. His Tenure at Meadowley', indicated in that 
Record, has been already noticed. Bat a Tenure of three Knights' 
Fees held by him under the Baron Stafford at that period, is fally 
stated and requires particular notice. These fees were apparently 
of old feoffment, that is, had been bestowed on RanulFs ancestors 
before the death of Henry I. His Under-Tenant in two thereof 
was John Bigod (Bagod) and in the third, Hervey de Wilbrichtone.** 

Ranulph de Belmeis therefore may be taken to have been Mesne- 
Lord of Blymhill, Brinton, and Wilbrighton, all in the County 
of Stafford. His Tenure in Sussex at the same period has before 
been noticed, viz. as standing in the Record under the name of 
his Father. 

At this period Ranulph de Belmeis seems to have been employed 
by Henry II in Wales. The Castles of Rhuddlan and Basingwerk 
had remained in the King's hands since 1157, when they were 
garrisoned by him as a resist of his first Welsh campaign. At 
Michaelmas 1166 the Sheriffs .of Warwickshire and Leicestershire 
had paid £10. by the King's order to Randulph de Belmes for 
garrison {municionem) of the Castles of Basingwer, Roelend and 
Prestinton (Prestatton). 

At Michaelmas 1 167, Tong and Tong-Norton (entered as ''Tonge 
et Norton Randulfi") had been amerced one merk by Alan de Nevill 
for some offence against the Forest-Laws. 

At the same period, Ranulph de Belmeis was deceased, for the 
Sheriff of Shropshire accounts to the Crown, for a sum of 

»» Sot. Pip. 5 Hen. II. I » XtJ*r Ni^er, i, 136. 

s Salop Ghartulary, No. 294. 1 



> . 



208 



IF 



•3 

m 



I 

I 



•s^S 



f-s&SS. 




■9 

-g-i 



^ 



11:1 e 



— * 




IF 



II 




* 00 



ih 



^ 



as 



^ oqo 

•4 el « 

3« 



a p 8 ^x 

k2 V OS 'M V 



M 




ns 

IF 




ti^ e 00 '^ O 
~ S d a 9C 'S S^ 





.? 



^J1 



mill-" 



S;9 



M 




^3^ 



Ha 
II 



^fil^ScgSo 



^ 



•1 



atxio 






03 



fc^^^^^fc#MX»^^^»*»»MMM»<W^W' 




owoas 

II- 



'Si 



lO 




29 

•8 2 



to 



\\- 









Oil 



en 




209 



3 




Ih 



i|S 
I'll 

till 



IF 



1^ 

PQpO 



eq ^< 






3 o* 2 §0 



§ 



to 



L 



*€ 



.9 'si!! a 



II- 



'Si'sfci 

II 



a p 



^ S»o 

'S'S « 
til 
II 



•tfWMW^MMMAAMMAMM^^MAnM^ 



WoS 



- I^ ^ *^ bO ^ 

I 



■<■ 









.Sep 



".off 



-"1^3 



fiteiO 



-f 



II 

I 
1 

s? 
•il 

a g • 

■•si 8 

I 



^1 

■I 



ai 



II — 

1.5 -^ 



^ 



S 



'w 






^ 



.1 



'O's 



-II il 



210 



TONG. 



£8. 109. 6d. " of tiie ferm of Twanga, the land of Randnlf de 
Belmeis.''«* 

Thus terminated the elder male line of De Belmeis^ for Baniilf 
died without iasue^ and his heir was his Sister Alice. 

She^ whether single at the time or a Widow^ is recorded under 
the name af Alice de Beaumeys as having granted the Mill of Tong 
to Lilleshall Abbey .^^ I do not find this gift to have had any sub- 
sequent confirmation^ nor can I think that it was operative. 

I proceed now to speak of the Husband and the descendants of 
this Heiress. — 

Alan la Zouche^ son of Geo&ey Yicomte of Bohan in Brittany, 
was doubtless descended from the reigning Earls or Dukes of that 
province.^^ The particular line of such descent I will not here 
attempt to determine. Its general probability arises from three 
considerations, viz. that those Earls had had various interests in 
England ever since the Conquest, that others of their descendants 
were sumamed La Zouche, and that Swavesey (Cambridgeshire), 
which had originally been given to one of these Earls, subsequently 
belonged to Zouche of Ashby. 

It was in the Spring of 1166 that Henry II, by an able negotia- 



** Bat. Fvp, 12 & 13 H^. H. 

* Patmd^ 18 Bic. II, p. 1, memb. 7. 

» Bugdale (Bar(mag9^ i, p. 688), pre- 
&omg his account of Zouche of Aahbj, 
says as follows : — 

^ G^iat this Andeat and Noble Family 
is branched from the Earls of Britanny, 
all our Genealogists do agree s though 
they do not deduce the Line of that 
Descent in each Point alike. To the 
intent therefore that it may the more 
dearly appear how it is, I have thought 
fit to take notice, That William la Zusche 
in that confirmation to the Monks of 
Swavesey in Cambridgeshire, of the grants 
made by his Ancestors unto the Abbey of 
S. S^us and Bacus in Anjow (whereunto 
this Priory of Swayesey was a Cell) calleth 
Soger la Zusdie his Father, and Alan 
la Zusche Earl of Britanny (Son of 
Geffirey) his Grand£Either. — 

Which William died in 1 John." 

The paranthetical **Son of Geffif^y'* 
seems to have been adopted by Dugdale 
on the authority of Glover (Somerset 
Herald). It serves but to increase con- 



fusion. — The only JEatrl Alan of Bretagne 
whose Father's name was Geoffirey was 
Guardian of William I, when Duke of 
Normandy, and died by poison in 1040 ; 
whereas Alan, first Lord Zouche of Ashby, 
was living in 1186, and is not said on 
good authority to have been son of any 
JBarl Geof&ey, but of Geofi&«y Yicomte 
of Bohan. Moreover this Alan la Zouche 
of Ashby was succeeded by his son Wil- 
liam, WiUiam by his Brother Boger, and 
Soger by his son Alan, — a descent not 
strictly identical with anything implied by 
the Swavesey Charter. 

That document, if it proves anything 
(and is accurate as well as genuine), 
proves that other descendants of the 
Earls of Britanny, besides Zouche of 
Ashby, were called La Zouche and had 
a claim upon Swavesey. 

Further to explain the Swavesey Char* 
ters {Monctitieon^ vii, 1001) I am unqua- 
lified. The attempt would involve a dis- 
sertation on the descent of the Earls of 
Bretagne, a problem of sufficient interest 
and difficulty to fill a volume. 
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tion annexed the substantivfe sovereignty of Bretagne to his foreign 
dominions. Ck>nan Le Petit^ the reigning Earl^ gave his daughter 
Constance to Geofirey^ tibird son of the English King^ a boy then 
in his eighth year^ and ceded his power to Henry^ as Guardian of 
the infant couple. Henry^ after receiving the homage of the 
Bretons at Thouars (in Poitou)^ passed on to Rhedon and Dol, 
principal Cities of the newly acquired Province^ to settle the details 
of his future government. 

As a natural sequence of these transactions I reckon the promo- 
tion of Alan la Zouche in England. — 

It was clearly the policy of our early Kings to contrive that the 
most influential of their foreign Vassals should have possessions on 
this side the Channel. The allegiance thus secured was ba^ed on 
the most available though not the noblest of human motives, — 
self-interest. 

Thus, I conceive, did Henry II deal with Alan, Son of Geoffrey 
Vicomte of Rohan. 

In 1 172, 1 find Alan La Zuche assessed at and paying 20s. for 
the Scuiage of Ireland, in respect of one Knight's Fee which he 
held in capita in Northamptonshire.^^ 

Two law**Buits which concerned lands in that County, and in 
which he was Defendant, are mentioned on the latter Pipe-Rolls of 
Henry II. One of these seems to have involved a great interest,, 
and to have originated about 1177 ; the other which concerned land 
of £5. annual value commenced about 1186. 

This Alan la Zouche describing himself as Son of G^ofirey the 
Vicomte, and for the health of himself, his wife Alice, and their 
children (puerorum), and for the souls of Philip de Beumeis senior, 
Philip junior, and his (Philip senior's) other Sons, confirmed and 
increased the grants above cited to LiUeshall Abbey. His Charter 
specifies the Church of Essebi ; the Chapel of Blackfordeby with 
sixty acres in the latter and three virgates in the former vUl ; a 
fourth virgate outside the vUl (of Ashby) which was William 
Forester's ; the land of Haco Sutor ; all the land of Suarteclyve 
between the road from Pakynton to Brcdon and the boundaries 
through the wood; the land of Overton; tithe of his mills; the 
land of Lusard ; and accommodation in his wood of Tong Castle.^ 



^ lAherJRuber, fo.zliz; Madox JSaehe* 
quer, page 408, p. 

*" MonatUconf vi, 268, No. ▼. I am 
£iTonred by T. Bossell Potter, Bsq., with 



a transcript of this deed, which givee 
the witnesses. Another transcript is in 
Dodsworth, toL cxli, fo. 49. 
The witnesses seem to haye been Roger 
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This Alan and Alicia left three Sons^ William^ Roger and 
Philip. I cannot determine the exact period when William, the 
eldest, succeeded. His confirmation to Lilleshall Abbey is well 
worth notice. Therein he styles hijnself ^^ William de Belmeys son 
of Alan la Zouch." He also makes mention of '^Adelhiza de 
Belmeys his Mother" and of '^ Philip de Belmeys Senior, Philip 
Junior and Ranulph Brother of Philip Junior" as his (William's) 
Antecessors.^^ The Charter is in other respects a repetition of the 
grants already specified. 

Another notice which I have of this William is in connexion 
with Tong ; viz. how, conceiving the Advowson of the Church to 
belong to him, he forcibly ejected a Clerk who had been admitted 
thereto by Hugh Bishop of Coventry (and therefore between 1188 
and 1194), on presentation of Salop Abbey. 

William la Zouche was deceased before June 1199, and without 
issue ; for then did Roger his Brother fine £100. for his lands. 
The Sheriffs of Devonshire, Sussex and Shropshire were ordered 
each to take security for a third of this debt.^ But, at Michaelmas 
1201, the Sheriff of Devon had received the final instalment of 
£40. 

At the Salop Assizes of 1203, Roger la Zuche essoigned his 
attendance, his excuse being that he had gone beyond sea before 
the general summons had issued. — 

Herewith are connected some matters of contemporary History. — 
King John is said to have assassinated Arthur Earl of Brittany, the 
son of Geoffrey and Constance before mentioned, on Thursday 



de Kortimer, Aloher, Biohard de London, 
Williftm Cardiffe, Boger Clerk, Eliaa 
Oodiell, Bobert do Sudenhall (Sydnall), 
Damo Adheliza de Belmee, William de 
Belmes her Son, Philip de Belmes his 
Brother, and Bobert de Horselej. 

I Buppoee the deed to have passed 
between 1186 and 1190. 

* TnuQBoript oommunicated bjT. Bos- 
aell Potter, Esq.-- 

The witnesses are Philip de Belmeys 
(probably William's Brother), Geoff^y 
de Blie, Ito Brito de Seun, Boger Clerk, 
Boger de Flamville, Master Bobert de 
WiUeebiugh, Bobert Chaplain, Thomas 
and Banulph Priests, Henry Parson of 
Hartishom« Balph his Brother, Simon 



Nephew of Abbot William, Badulf Can- 
drell, Hugh Trollemag. 

This deed had a Seal two inches wide, 
exhibiting the figure of a Knight on 
horseback brandishing a Sword. The 
shield on his left arm was charged with a 
Fesse, and circumscribed thus, — 

SIOIL' WiLLISLia DB BSUOBS nuTB 
(sic) AliAKI ZiA ZVOH. 

That this William commonly went by 
his maternal name is further shown by 
an acquittance of the Seutoffe for King 
Bichard's Bedemption, which, in 1196, 
the Sheriff of Warwickshire and Leioestor- 
shire enters, by order of the King, against 
the name of William de Belmes {Madox 
ExehequeTf p. 411, t.). 

^ Oblata, ptig^ ^ 
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April 3^ 1203. The King was certainly at Rouen on that and 
three following days (Ch)od Friday and Easter Sunday were two of 
them)^ and Arthur was never seen afterwards. When this crime 
was rumoured in Brittany^ the Bretons determined to avenge it. 
They joined with Philip Augustus in that united attack on John^s 
territory which ended in the loss of Normandy. Boger la Zouche 
was a Breton by descent^ as we have seen already. We now see why 
the Lord of Tong was not in attendance on the King's Justices 
when summoned to Salop in October 1208. 

Roger la Zouche's foreign sympathies involved the forfeiture of aU 
his English possessions ; — 

On June 14, 1204, King John^s precept issued to the Sheriff of 
Shropshire, commanding him to give William de Braose fuU seizin 
of such lands in his Bailiwick as had been Roger La Zouche's and 
which were of the Fee of said William.^ It is quite clear that 
under this writ William de Braoee, then a great favourite of King 
John, became seized of Tong, but how Zouche had held it under 
him or how he (Braose) had any previous interest there I have 
never seen the slightest evidence. — 

Later hints however are not wanting to show that Tong was 
reputed to be held of the Honour of Brecknock and of the Barony 
of Braose. 

But to continue— on August 15, 1204, the King's Bailiff in Sussex 
had orders to give up to William Briwere all Roger la Zouche's lands 
in that quarter, which lands were of the Honour of Petworth.^ 
In the 6th of John (1204), a valuation was taken of the '' Lands 
of the Normans,'' that is, of the English possessions of such Vassals 
of the King as had adhered to Philip Augustus. Roger la Zouche's 
lands appear more than once on this Record. His Manor of North- 
molton in Devonshire was worth £12. per annum, without the stock 
thereon ; Brictelegh a member of Northmolton was worth 40s. It 
belonged to William Fitz Warin, a Feoffee and Fartizan of Roger 
la Zouche. — 

Esseby La Zuche in Leicestershire, the land of Roger la Zuche 
was estimated, if stocked, to yield <£10. per annum, John Le Strange 
had removed part of the Stock there&om.^ 



^ Bot Clamt. i, p. 1. I Iiato before 
alladdd to the metn^ interest which 
Braose seems to have had in Tong and 
Domngton. It perhaps exphiins why 
Behneis and La ZouohB were not usually 



assessed to Sevtaget in Shropshire, as 
Tenants m capUe. 

** Ibidem, p. 5, b. 

« Eot, Normanma (by T. Duffus 
Hardy, Esq.), pp. 130, 139. 



u, 28 
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These valaations can scarcelj have been completed when Bog^ 
la Zouche returned to the allegiance of his EngUsh Suzerain^ paying, 
a hundred merks for seizin of his lands and all issues thereof which 
had not been converted to the King^s use. Geoflfrey Fitz Hers, the 
great Justiciar, stood surety for this'Fine.^ 

But on the 25th of April 1205, the debt was excused, Roger 
la Zouche undertaking to serve the King a year in Poiton with 
another Kjught.** 

On May 1, 1205, the King had lent Roger la Zouche fifty merks, 
for repayment of which William Fitz Warin appears to be liable.^ 

Roger la Zouche accompanied King John in his Irish expedition 
of 1210. On the 28th of June, being at Dublin, 410s. is lent to him 
by the King's Treasurer.*^ 

About this time the following, not very consistent, returns were 
made as to Roger la Zouche's tenure of Tong. — 

A list of Tenures, apparently taken in 1211, says that " Roger de 
Tusche holds in capite of the King and is bound to the service of 
finding two serving men in the King's Army in Wales.''*® — 

Two nearly contemporary Rolls give a similar account of '^ Roger 
de la Zuche's" Shropshire Tenure ;*' but a Roll, apparently of 1212, 
says that ''Roger la Zuche holds the Manor of Thonk which 
was of the Fee of William de Braose by service of half-a-Knight's- 
Fee."«^ 

At this period the forfeiture and miserable fate of William de 
Braose had been consummated. He died an Exile and, if we may 
believe the Chroniclers, his Wife and Son were starved to death in 
the Dungeons of Windsor Castle. 

R(^er la Zouche on the other hand continued to advance in the 
favour of John. In February 1214, he accompanied the King into 
Poitou, and on May 26 had the usual Letters of Scutage in regard 
of his personal service.*^^ 



** Sot. Fin. p. 221. 

« Claiu. i, 28. The disgeisdn of Soger 
la Zouohe is expressly said to haye taken 
place *' whilst he was in Brittany." 

^ Clous, i, SO ; Sot, Fin. p. 266. 

^ Sot. de FraaiUia, p. 182. 

« Tegta de NeviU, fo. 254. 

* Ibidem, fo. 880, and Liber Si^er, 
fo. oxxi^j. 

» Tegta de NeviU, fo. 256. A fifth 
BoU (Liber Suber, fo. cxxxvii) omits all 



mention of Roger la Zouche among the 
Shropshire Tenants t'fi ca^nie; but it ex- 
hibits the name of "Philip de Doniton'* 
without any statement as to serrice. I 
cannot help thinking that this indefinite^ 
and probably inaccurate entry, was in 
allusion to Koger la Zouche*s tenure of 
Tong and Donington, and that the officer 
who made the return was uninformed of 
the true particulars. 
" Clans, i, pp. 166, 200. 
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On Oct. 14^ 1215^ he had a grant of the Manors of Peterfield 
and Mapledurham (Co. Hants) which Geoffrey de Mandeville had 
forfeited to the Crown.** 

On Nov. 18 following^ he had a grants daring the King's pleasure^ 
of Samihest (Southants) and Kidderminster (Worcestershire)^ lands 
which had been Henry Biset's.*^ 

On April 25, 1216^ the Sheriff of Gloucestershire is ordered to 
give him Fairford, a Manor which belonged to the Honour of 
Gloucester.** 

Faithfdl to King John in every later extremity^ he appears in his 
Retinue at Corf on June 11^ 1216; and on that King's death 
shortly afterwards was no less faithful to his Son^ King Henry 111. 

On the 15th March 1217^ still retaining the Lordships of 
Mapledurham and Peterfield, he is ordered to allow her dower in 
the same to Milisent, widow of the Earl of Evreux and then wife of 
William de Cantilupe junior." 

On the 4th of April and 10th and 11th of May 1217, various 
Precepts issued to the Earl of Salisbury, to Hugh de Yivon, to the 
Sheriffs of Leicestershire and Lincolnshire, and to Peter de Maulay, 
to give Roger la Zouche seizin of all such lands in his Fee as were 
tenanted by the King's enemies.^* 

I should here take notice that the Vicomtes of Rohan, who 
seem to have constituted an elder branch of the house, firom 
which Roger la Zouche sprung, were at one time seized of con- 
siderable estates in England. Alan, who appears to have been 
the last Vicomte thus seized, occurs in 1201, as Grantee of King 
John in the Manor of Costesei.^^ The fact of this Alan's forfeiture 
of all his English estates is certain, though I am unable to ascer- 
tain its exact time and cause. — 

Probably it resulted in the usual way, viz. that, during the 
reign of John, every man possessed of lands on both sides of the 
Channel was constrained to elect between two allegiances. His 
decision once made, all that he held under the Suzerain of his 
choice was confirmed and perhaps augmented, whilst he suffered a 
correspondent forfeiture in the other quarter. 

Thus while Alan Vicomte of Rohan adhered to his French 
allegiance and forfeited his English Fief, so did his kinsman. 



« Ibidem, p. 231. 
» Ibidem, p. 237. 
^* Ibidem, p. 266. 
** aaut, i, p. 300, b. 



M Ibidem, p. 804, 808. 
^7 Sot. Cane. 8 John, p. 340, Norfolk 
and Suffolk. 
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Roger la Zouche adopt a contrary policy. And it further appears 
that King Henry III compensated Bqger la Zouche for his losses 
in Brittany^ not only by increasing his estates in England generally^ 
but by granting him some of those very lands which Alau Yioomte 
of Bohan had lost. — 

For instance, on July 22, 1218, the SheriflP of Norfolk and 
Suffolk is ordered to give him lands in Costesey which had belonged 
to the "'Vicomte of Roain;'' and on Jan. 10, 1219, the same 
Sheriff is to give him Huningeham and Eston, which the same 
Yicomte had once held, '^ unless those Manors were parcel of the 
Honom- of Eye/' ^8 

Meaawhile, that is on July 28, 1218, Roger la Zouche had 
license to hold an annual fair at his Devonshire Manor of 
Northmblton ; and on January 22, 1219, the Sheriff of Devonshire 
is ordered to give up to him for his maintenance, and during 
the Eing^s pleasure, lands in Blaketorinton and Nymed, which had 
once been Joel de Maine's. This grant is expressed to be in 
recompense of lands which Roger '^ had lost in Brittany, in the 
King's service." *• 

On May 1, 1219, he has a grant of Fair and Market at 
Blactorinton; and on July 9, the Sheriff of Norfolk is to give him 
certain lands in Bamburc, to hold during the King's pleasure, 
which lands had once belonged to the Yicomte of Roain, but had 
since been held of the " King's Bailiwick,''*by William de Man- 
deville. Earl of Essex.«^ • 

In July 1220, he appears in account with the Crown as one 
of the Executors of Enjuger de Bohun ; ^^ and on August 6 of 
that year, has Royal License to go on a Pilgrimage to St. James' 
(ofCompo8tella).«» 

At the Salop Assizes of November 1221, Roger la 2Souche 
appears in various relations. His suit with the Abbey of Shrews* 
bury for the Manor of Betton came on for hearing. The details 
of this cause belong to another portion of our History, but it 
happened that Roger la Zouche offered a statement of his descent, 
which is much to our present purpose as proving a great deal 
of what has been asserted above, merely on the evidence of 
Charters. — 

On this occasion Roger la Zouche claimed to be heir of Philip 



•» Cflaut. i, pp. 366, 886. 
» Ibidem, pp. 366, 386. 
« Ibidem, pp. 891, 423. 



« Ibidem, p. 424. 

<» Sot. Fat 4 Hen. III. 
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de Beaumes whom he described as his Uncle (avuncolum). He 
of course alluded to Philip de Beaumes junior. He traced his 
heirship as follows. — The Successor to Philip's rights was Banulphj 
Philip's Brother : to Ranulph succeeded Alice^ Banulph's Sister^ 
because Bianulph died without issue ; to Alice succeeded William 
her Son; and to William, his Brother Roger, the present 
Litigant.^ All that need here be further said of this matter is 
that Boger la Zouche's Pedigree passed unquestioned, and, though 
the Suit continued for years, the undecided issue was not as to 
his heirship, but as to the original seizin of Philip de Belmeis. 

At the same Assizes, Roger la Zouche sued the Abbot of 
Shrewsbury for the Advowson of Tong, and without success. 
The particulaxs shall be given, when we come to speak of the 
Church. 

His resistance of Thomas de Chabbenore's claim on his estate 
shall also be noticed among the various contingents of his Shrop- 
shire Fief, which we shall hereafter have to give account of. His 
quarrels with Buildwas Abbey should however be here particu-' 
larized, inasmuch as they probably resulted in a composition, and 
in a Charter of Roger la Zouche to Buildwas, whose date it is much 
to our purpose to establish. 

At these Assizes then, the Abbot of Buildwas was found to have 
'' erected a fence to the injury of Roger la Shuch's tenement in 
Tong.'' The fence was to be taken down, but the Abbot was 
excused any amercement by writ of the King^^ — 

The Abbot of Buildwas further appoints Brother Walter de 
BoUngehal, a Mopk, his Attorney in several suits, one of which 
was a suit of novel disseizin between the said Abbot on the one 
hand, and Roger la Shuche and William de Yigeford (Hugeford) on 
the other. I cannot determine whether this was the same suit of 
novel disseizin which William de Hugeford had against the Abbot 
about a right of common pasture in Ideshal and which he with-^ 
drew.** 

Soon after these transactions, as I imagine, " Roger, son of Alan 
la Szouche," granted a full Charter of confirmation to Buildwas. 



^ Salop Asnzes^ 6 Hen. Ill, memb. 
6. 

^ Ihidem, memb. 6 dono. 

^ Ibidem, memb. 1 and 6 dono. Hhis 
right of common paaturo probably arose 
from some interoet of William de Hugford 
at Upton.— 



Fpton wa0 then held by the Lords of 
Tong, perhaps under the Lords of IdsalL 
It adjoined lands of BuUdwas Abbey, 
both at Buckley and Hatton. Hugford*t 
Sureties in this litigation were Heginald 
and Bobert de Upton, and Hugh de 
Bockbury. 
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He specifies the land of Selfer de Rookie^ easements and pannage in 
his wood of Brewode ; in Ruckley^ dead wood for burning ; common* 
pastiu*e in Tong ; also that they may make theii; bridges on each side 
of their Grange of Boclei^ viz. one towards Hupton^ and one towards 
Doninton^ in the places where they used to be^ and that they shall 
have his (the Grantor's) Banks (i. e. the abutments at the ends of 
these bridges) and free egress and regress through his land^ to and 
from the said bridges .«» 

It will be observed that this Charter is not only a confirmation of 
the Grant of Philip de Behneis senior, before recited, but it implies 
some cognizance of the grant which had been made by Bichard de 
Belmeis, as set forth under Donington. B.oger la Zouche therefore 
was confirming not only his Ancestor's grant, but the grant of his 
Ancestor's Feoffee. Consequently this Deed implies his continued 
Seigneury over Donington, whose Lord is in fact the fifth witness. 

I should here notice that in May 1224, William de Serland and 
Nicholas de Molis were intrusted respectively with the Cambridge- 
shire Manors of Fulbum and Suavesey, which, having once belonged 
to the Yicomte of Bohan, had since been committed to WiUiam 
de Breant during the King's pleasure. 

In October following, the privileges which had been enjoyed by 
'' Allan de Boien,^' what time he was Lord of Fulbum, were ordered 
to be renewed to William de Serland.^^ — ^We shall presently recur 
to this subject. 

In November 1229, Mai^ry Bagot was suing Boger la Zouche 
under writ of novel disseizin for her free tenement in Blymhill.*® 
La Zouche doubtless retained at this period the same mesne interest 
in Blymhill which we have already ascertained to have belonged to 
his predecessor, Banulph de Belmeis. 

armoxial bearings proper to La Zouche^ 
as distinct from those which the fiynily 
afterwards adopted aa inheriting from the 
Houses of De Quinci or De Belmeis. The 
seal of William La Zouche, elder Brother 
of this Boger, exhil»ts aFesse as the bear- 
ing on his shield (supra, p. 212, note 39). 
Alan la Zouche son of this Boger, and 
husband of Blen de Quinoi, sealed a grant 
to Mayden Bradley (Wilts), with Ghdes^ 
a fene &0hoo0» mt j?ear# or. {JSicholTs 
Leiceiiershiire, iii, 563). 



^ This Charter is in possession of 
George Pritchard, Esq., of Broseley. — ^The 
witnesses' names are Walter de Hugeford, 
Henry de Hugeford, G^erard Fitz Toret, 
Engeram Chayel, Walter de Beaumeis, 
Philip de Beaumeis, Thomas son of 
Beiner de Le» Thomas Clerk of Maumes- 
bury. Master Bichard of Ideshale^ Nicholas 
his Son, and many others. — 

The Seal, of white wax, exhibits a shield 
of arms, charged with a Fesse between six 
• • • . The following Letters of the 
Legend remain :— 

Sia. • • • BoasBi LA SvcH. 

I should hero say a word about the 



^ Claua. i, pp. 599, 624. 

*B PaimU, 14 Hen. Ill, dorso. 



TONQ, 



219 



On April 20^ 1280> Roger la Zouche has the King's Letters- 
Patent of Protection, dated at Portsmouth, '^ so long as he should 
be with the King in foreign parts/' ^ 

'• In 14 Henry 8," says Dugdale, " Boger la Zouche had a con- 
firmation from the King, of the Manor of Swavesheye and of all 
his lands in Fulbume, in Com. Cantabr. which he possessed by the 
gift of Alan Yicomte of Boan, in exchange for all those lands 
which he, the said Boger, then possessed in Brittany/' ^^ 

This requires further illustration. — Boger la Zouche was at this 
time Sheriff of Devonshire, and high in the King's confidence. 
Henry himself was warring in France, if his first puny effort to 
recover his continental dominions can so be described. — 

The contest was one of diplomacy rather than strategy, and 
Henry's success seems mainly to have consisted in receiving the 
homage and allegiance of the Earl of Bretagne and of Alan 
Yicomte of Bohan. His concessions to both were enormous. 
Those to the Earl or Duke are not to our purpose; but on the 
12th of October, being then at St. Pabus, the King granted his 
Letters-Patent to Alan Yicomte of Bohan, promising that, if ever 
there should be variance between him (the Eang) and the Earl of 
Bretagne, the said Alan should not thereby lose his lands in 
England as long as he and his heirs discharged their services due 
thereon. Moreover the King granted to the said Alan an annuity 
of 200 merks, — ^to date from Michaelmas 1230, and to be paid to 
him and his heirs, till the King should assign them lands in England 
of equal value.'^ 

It does not appear that any of the old possessions of the 
Yicomtes of Bohan were restored under this contract. Certainly 
Boger la Zouche transmitted Swavesey to his own descendants. 

I have thus far traced the evidences of this family of La Zouche 
in parts of the Kingdom distant from the County with which I am 
immediately concerned. — 

Li so doing I have at least been able to correct some previous 
error as to the origin and relations of a great Baronial House. I 
doubt not that a still wider search among foreign documents might 
ascertain the precise affinity which existed between these English 
Zouches, the Earls of Brittany, and the Yicomtes of Bohan. 

Betuming now to Shropshire, we find '^ Boger la Zuche'^ assessed 



^ PaiesU, Ibidem* 

^ Barona^e^ i, 688, quoting Fai. 
14 Hen. Ill, p. 1, memb. 2. 



1. 



^ Fat. 14 Henry Illy p«ge 1, memb. 
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in 1236 to the Aid for marriage of the King's Sister. His '' Hon6ar 
of Tange/' constituted a Knighfs Fee and so was rated at two 
merksJ^ 

Dudgale has thought fit to notice^ in his Baronage, fche curious 
Deed of Feoffment which this Roger la Zouche granted to Heniy 
de Hugford in Tong-Norton and ShawJ^ I can add little to 
Dugdale's ample notice of the particulars of this Deed, except to 
say that Henry de Hugford was also a Tenant under La Zouche at 
Upton, and that this Deed passed during the last ten years of Soger 
la Zouche's life. 

This Roger la Zouche must have lived to a great age, but I find 
no better evidence of the exact period of his death than is supplied 
by a license bearing date November 8, 1288, whereby the King 
allows Alan la Zouche, his Son and Heir, to pay his Father's debts 
to the Crown as he (Roger) had done, viz. by instalments of forty- 
five merks yearly .7* 

The pubUc career of Alan la Siouche was distinguished by steady 
loyalty, much capacity, and a proportionate advancement of his 
house in riches and honour. This great Jurist married Helen or 
Ela, daughter and co-heir of Roger de Quinci Earl of Winchester, 
in whose estates, involving a share of the older Earldom of Leicester, 
Zouche of Ashby was thenceforth a Co-parcner. 

But leaving to the more honourable pages of National or Baronial 
History the great events in which Alan la Zouche took part, I con- 
fine myself to his very brief connexion with Tong.-— 

On December 7, 1240, a Fine was levied at LicbJfeld between 
Nicholas Abbot of Buildwas, plaintiff (querentem)'^ and Alan la 
Zuche, defendant (impedientem), of two carucates in Rod^, whereof 
was plea of warranty of Charter. Alan acknowledged the Abbot's 



72 Testa de NetiO, fo. 277. Boger 
La^ache*8 personal payment of this Aid 
was an ezoeption to the general rule. It 
only perplexes ns as to the exact nature of 
his Tenure, yis. how tar it was "a Tenure 
•» eapiie and how far a Tenure under the 
Honour of Brecknock. 

7* ^arona^«, vol. i, p. 689. A transcript 
of ♦hiw deed is preserved among the Cotton 
Charters (ii, 8) at the British Museum. 
— ^The Witnesses are, Sir Walter de 
Huggeford, Sir Walter de Beaumyes, Sir 
ZsaHgriie FUmnc&folie, John de Beck- 
bory^Hugh doBolingaleyUnfrey deUnfraa- 



tpn (Humphrey de Humphreston) and 
others. — 

The third witnesses name I give as I 
am able to read it, but doubt whether its 
original form is thus retained. It is John 
de Beckbury's name, which, in conjunction 
with the era of the Grantor, gives the date 
assigned in the text. — 

Besides Norton and the Shaw, and the 
particulars given by Dugdale, the deed 
mentiona these localities, viz. Scherley^ 
the Brand, Luttleford, Le Fas, and 
Trenswall. 

7« Soi. Fii^ i, 816. 
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right thereto as the gift of Philip de Beaumey's^ Alan^s relation 
(consanguinei), whose heir Alan is. — To hold^ &c. to the Abbot 
and his Successors^ &c. — 

Also Alan conceded common-pasture for all the Abbof s stock at 
Bocleg Grange through the whole Manor of Tonge^ except in his 
(Alan's) Park of Tonge, which is called Holy (Holly), and in the 
wood which is called Rocleg, and that they (the Monks) may have 
one swine-stall (porcariam) in Alan's wood of Brewde, and eight 
cart-loads of fuel yearly. For this the Abbot received Alan and 
his heirs to all benefits and prayers which should thereafter be made 
in his Church of Buildwas for ever.^^ 

On July 1, 1247, another fine was levied at Westminster between 
the same plaintiff and Alan la Zuche, deforciant (by his Attorney 
Walter Fitz Warin) , of two carucates in Bochley, whereof was plea of 
fiiie-levied. Alan acknowledged the Abbof s right to said land, with 
the site and approach of Rochley Grange and whatever was con- 
tained between said land and the water of Wrgh (Worf) down to 
Rochley wood, without any right of common therein belonging to 
Alan or his heirs, — all of tiie gift of Philip de Belmeis (as before). 

And besides this, Alan conceded that the Abbot might take old 
stumps (sucum boscum for zucum boscum) in B.ochley wood. 
Also he gave to the Abbot all the Tenement which he had in Upton 
on the day of this fine, in pure ahnoigne, but reserving foreign 
services due thereon. And Alan would warrant and defend the 
same against the Chief Lords firom all services, suits of Court at 
Ideshall, &c. for ever. A provision follows in case of the Abbotts 
animals straying into Tonge Manor ; and the Abbotts free right of 
road between Rochley and the bridge towards Doneton is assured. — 

For all this the Abbot renounced his right of common-pasture in 
Thonge Manor and Brewude Wood, also his swine-stall in the 
latter; also his right in a virgate of land which he and his Convent 
had by grant of the Black Nuns of Brewude. But he reserved a 
certain site for a mill at Tylemoneslode, with water course, stank, 
right of road, &c. Lastly, he renounced all his right to common- 
pasture of Lusyard, towards the Grange of the Abbot of LilleshuU 
there, for ever.^* 

About the year 1250, as I suppose, Alan la Zouche seems to have 



7* Pedes Mnium^ 24 Hen. Ill, Salop. 

'« Ibidem, 31 Hen. Ill, Salop. Tyle- 
moneelode (t. e, Tyleroon's-Ford) is still 
to be identified. The Bridge and part of 



the road which connect the North Westem 
boundary of Tong-Manor with Shiffnal 
are still known as Timlet-Bridge and 
Timlet-Hollowav. 
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given this Manor with his Sister Alice, infirank Marriaffe, to William 
son of Richard de Harcourt. 

William de Harcourt was, as I take it, first Cousin to Alan la 
Zouche's wife, his Mother being of the house of Quinci and his 
Father a principal Feoffee in that Honour. 

William de Harcourt, thus seized of Tong, appears in January 
1256, as subject to a very extraordinary; prosecution by the Abbot 
of Liileshall.^ He was summoned to give account as to ^'where- 
fore he had made such sales and wastes in the wood of Tong as that 
the Abbot could not get therein reasonable Estovers for his Grange 
of Lesyard/^ The Abbot complained that whereas he and his Pre- 
decessors from the first foundation of Lilleshall Abbey had been in 
continual seizin of such right of Estovers, now the said William had 
wasted the wood, for he had given away 3000 oak-trees, had sold 8000 
more, and had assarted 300 acres of the wood-land. The Abbot 
laid his damages thereby at forty merks. — 

William de Harcourt replied, denying all violence and injury, 
and asserting that the writ under which the Abbot sued him was of 
a novel and unheard-of nature, and that the Abbot could not be 
deprived of estovers, for that the wood in question extended to five 
leagues, and that the Abbotts Grange aforesaid did not contain 
more than one or two hearths (astra). — 

The Abbot rejoined, that though Harcourt did not deprive him of 
Estovers, he had already destroyed that part of the wood which was 
nearest to Lizard Grange, and was about to destroy it all. — 

The parties were ordered to attend at Westminster and hear 
sentence in the suit, on the Quinzaine of Easter. 

The loss of many Plea- Rolls prevents my tracing the successive 
adjournments of this suit, but in Easter Term 1260, it was still 
unsettled, and the Sheriff had been ordered to distrain William de 
Harcourt to appear at Westminster and hear judgment. He 
appears accordingly and requests that the Record of what had passed 
at Salop be read over in Court. This being done, William expresses 
his willingness to let the Abbot have what is sufficient, and avers 
that enough of wood remains for that purpose. The Abbot replies^ 
that he cannot have estovers so conveniently as he claims, and 
appeals to a Jury of the district. The Sheriff is ordered to 
summon such a Jury to Westminster for the Quinzaine of St, John 
the Baptist ; but afterwards, it is added, the Parties agreed."^** 

77 Salop Asmes, 40 Hen. Ill, memb. B I ^ Plaeita, Easter Term, 44 Hen. Ill, 
dono. memb. 25 recto. The Abbot fined one 
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On July 19, 1260, Oiles de Erdinton is commissioned to tiy an 
action of novel disseizin which John de Pres had brought against 
William de Harcourt and others, for a tenement in ThongJ^ 

This Suit is doubtless connected with a Charter which John de 
Pres sometime obtained from Alan la Zouche as Seignoral Lord 
of Tong : and it is worth observing, that, though Harcourt has 
appeared above to be seized of the Manor at least as early as 1265, 
yet this deed of Alan la Zouche must have passed subsequently. 
He (Alan) grants and confirms to John de Pres and his heirs all 
lands, tenements, and liberties contained in the Charter of Sir 
William de Beumys, of the feoffinent of Roger le Yemef, and of 
Sir Aoger his (Alan's) Father, and of Robert Collet, which Charter 
said John has in his keeping. He also grants him in addition (de 
incremento) the laud which Robert deBetterton heldintheBamde, 
also his (Alan's) waste near the Pole, between the wood and the 
marlpit of Metheplekes, against the road which passes from Tong 
towards the wood, — also all the Brodmore between his (John's) 
culture and the water-course called Lutleford, — also his (Alan's) 
waste between the Brodemore and the wood of Lutleford. — To hold, 
&c. at a rent of 5d. payable to the Orantor and his heirs.^ 

I should now observe that Alice La Zouche, first wife of William 
de Harcourt, was deceased in the beginning of the year 1256. She 
left two daughters Orabel and Margery, of whom I shall speak pre- 
sently. Harcourt hereupon espoused Hillaria, Sister of Henry 
Lord Hastings, who, in December 1256, became the Mother of 
Richard de Harcourt, the eventual heir of his Father William. 

In the troubled times wMch ensued, William tie Harcourt's 
political choice will have been a matter of some perplexity. Alan 
la Zouche, his first wife's Brother, was the staunchest of RoyaUsts, 



merk for " licence to accord,'* which, sajs 
a Postscript on the Plea-Boll, '* appears 
tm the Boll of Easter Term, 45 Hen. III." 
This attades to the Pipe-Boll of that year, 
where among the Nova ObUsta is the fol- 
lowing entry : — Abbas de lAUeshaU debet 
1 marcam pro UceitHa concordandi. — 

The system of adding postscripts to 
the Plea-Bolls of any particular Term is 
worth notice, and explains many entries 
in those Becords which otherwise would 
he unintelligible. Often too we find a 
blank space left for this purpose at the 
foot of an unfinished Plea. In these casee 



the Postscript would appear to have been 
forgotten or un-needed. 

^ Patent^ 44 Hen. Ill, dorso. 

» Cart. Cotton, ii, 9. This Charter 
has been applied by NichoUs (Eistory of 
JJeioeHershiref iii, 731) to some localities 
called "Tonge" and "The Brand" in that 
County. The witnesses are. Sir William 
de Hugford (who succeeded after 1265), 
Hugh de Bolynghale, Hugh de Beckbury 
(deceased 1268) and Humphrey de Hum- 
freston. These proTC not only the dat« 
of the Deed, but that the locality concerned 
was in Shropshire. 
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while the disaffection of Henry de Hastings was so rank and ob* 
stinate that he was one of the few who, on the promulgation of the 
Dictum de KenUworth, were excluded from its benefits. 

Harcourt had chosen the losing side and had forfeited all his 
estates in 1265 ; but his infant daughters were no sharers in his 
loss. The better-chosen and more successful policy of their maternal 
Unde, Alan la Zouche, secured them a powerful intercession. 

On the 22d of October 1267, the King's Letters-Patent certi- 
fied that at the instance of Alan la Zuche and in aid of the mar- 
riages of Orabell and Margery, daughters of William de Hareoourt 
and Nieces of the said Alan, the King conceded the redemption of 
Tonge and AyUston and the Soke of Stratton, lands of William de 
Harcourt, according to the Dictum de Keniltvorth.^ 

As regards Tong this transaction only entailed upon these Sisters 
that which was reasonably theirs as the only issue of their Mother. 

In July 1270, Sir William de Harcomi; was dead, leaving his 
second wife Hillaria surviving. Later in the same year died Alan 
la Zouche, and apparently without having apportioned between 
his Nieces the lands which he had redeemed for them conjointly. 

About this time Orabell the elder of these Ladies married 
Henry son of Henry de Pembruge, whose family, if not himself, 
had been distinguished among the Anti-Boyalists of the preceding 
period. Of that however presently. — 

A story somewhat complicated in itself and rendered still more 
intricate by the verbal inaccuracy of certain Law Records has now 
to be dealt with. 

On December 26, 1271, King Henry III, being then at Win- 
chester, granted by Charter to his beloved and faithfdl Henry, son 
of Henry de Pembrig and OrabU his wife, the following privileges, 
viz. that they should have a weekly Market on Thm^day in their 
Manor of Tong, and an annual Fair to last for three days (the vigil, 
the day and the morrow of Saint Bartholomew the Apostle) unless 
such Fair should be injurious to other Fairs in the neighbourhood ; 

also that they should have Free-Warren in their demesne lands at 
Tong.82 

In July 1272, Henry de Penbrigg and Orabil his wife and Mar- 
gery, Orabil^s Sister, gave the King amerk that taiAmze might be 
taken before Oilbert de Preston (a Justiciar of that period) ; and 
the King's mandate issued accordingly to the Sheriff of Leicester- 

" Sot, Pae. 51 Hen. HI. | « Bot Cart. 56 Hen. Ill, memb. 6. 
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shire^^^ in which County the lands or other matters in question, 
will have lain, either wholly or in part. 

The result of this Assize or process of Law seems to be contained 
in a Fine, levied at Westminster on February 3, 1274, between 
Margery de Harecurt, plaintiff (querentem), and Henry Penybrigg 
and Orabil his wife, Defendants, of the Manor of Ayliston and the 
Advowson of the Church of the same vill, and six merks of annual 
Bent in the Soke of Stratton (Leicestershire), whereof was Plea of 
Convention. Henry and Orabil acknowledged the premises to be 
the right of Margery, to hold of the Chief Lords of the Fee by 
accustomed services; and Margery conceded to Henry and Orabil 
the Manor of Tonge (Co. Salop) to hold to Henry and Orabil 
and the Heirs of Orabil, of the Chief Lords of the Fee, for ever.^ 

The Suit and Fine therefore constituted nothing more than a 
legal and perhaps amicable partition of the estate of two Co- 
parcners. 

Soon after this Margery de Harecourt married John de Canti- 
lupe, and within five years both she and her husband were deceased 
without issue. 

Moreover within the same period died Orabil, wife of Henry de 
Pembruge, leaving an only son Fulk. Also Henry de Pembruge 
himself died,^^ having however married a second wife Alice, by 
whom he left a son Henry. ' 

At their Father's death, in February 1279, Fulk and Henry were 
both Lifants, the former and elder being eight years old according 
to one authority, or hardly so much if, according to another, he was 
still under age in October 1292. 

I must now retrace my steps, not only that I may give some 
earlier account of these Pembruges with whom so many Shropshire 
Families claim afBinity, but that I may render more intelligible 
their various interests and connexions whilst Lords of Tong. 

In 1235, as I infer from various entries in the Testa de Nevill, 
Henry de Pembruge was holding two Knight's-fees, less a twentieth 
part of one fee, at Weston and Woneston (Gloucestershire) of the 
Honour of Cormeilles. So also about eight years later is the same 
Henry found holding Pembridge, in Stretford Hundred, Hereford- 
shire, of the Honour of Badnor, by one Knight's-fee.^* The 



" Mot. Mn. 56 Hen. Ill, memb. 10. 
^ Pedei MtUum (Diverw. ComUai.) 
2 Edw. I, Salop and Leioestenhiie. 



" Ori^finaUa, i, p. 82, anno 7 Edv. I. 
» 7Ma de Nevill, folios 801, 317, 845, 
849. 
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FfiDIGBEE 01* PEMBBUaE AND YEBNOK. 



Henry de Pembruge of Pembridge (HerefordBliire) =p 
Oocun 1285 and 1254. 



2 



Eufemia, daughter 
and Coheir of God- 
frey de Gamagee. 



'William de 
Pembruge. 
Occurs 1263. 



I 
Senrj de Pembrage 

Occurs 1254, 1267. 

Olnii circa Jan. 1272. 



= Elizabeth, daughter and coheir of 
Godfrey de Gkmages. Occurs 1263. 
Superstes October 1273. 



2 



2d wife Alice. 
Supersies 
1282, 1300. 



: Henry de Pembruge of Tong,' 
&c. 'Occurs 1267, 1272. 
ObiU Jan. 16, 1279. 



■ Orabel, daughter of William €K>dfrey de 
de Haroourt. Occurs 1267. Pembruge. 
Married before 1272. Occurs 1267. 



I 



Hemy de Pembruge. 



1 



Fulk de Pembruge 
Bom circa 1272. 
If^ra €Btaiem 1292. 
Ohm circa June 
1296. 



Isabella. 
SupergteB 1297. 



Fulk de Pembruge 
Bom Aug. 27, 1291. 
Occurs April 1314. 
Ohiit Jan. 8, 1326. 



• MatUda {de Benmngham) . 
A Widow 1326. 
Bemanied before 1333. 



2d husband, Bobert Corbet 
of Hadley. 
Occurs 1833, 1334. 




Fulk de Pembruge = Alice ? 
Bora Not. 80, 1310. Supergte* 
Occurs 1833. 1334. 

ObOi circa 1334 *.jp.9. 



Bobert de Pembruge, Knight. 
Said to occur in 134(S. 



Bichard de Temon^ 
of Harlaston, &c. 
ObiU 1377-8. 




: Juliana 2d wife, Isabel 
Pembruge. a^tofElizabeth 

liingen. 

Ohnt 1446-7. 



:Fulk de Pembruge : 
Occurs 1377, 1882. 
ObiU 1408-9 #.jp.«. 



1st wife. Margaret 

Trussell. 

Occurs 1877, 1382. 

Obiit June 11, 1402. 



I 



Bichard de Yemen =7= Johanna GrifSth. 
D«/%Mic^t» 1402-3. I RelietalU^.' 



\ 



Benedicta 
de Ludlow. 
Occurs 
Not. 26, 
1410. 



: Bichard de Pembrage 
alias de Yemon. 
Infra atatem 1402-8. 
llfarried in 1410. 
Treasurer of Calais 1450. 
ObiU 1451. 



Isabel de =F William de Joan 



Yemon. 

Occurs 

1410. 



Ludlow. 

Occurs 

1410. 



Yemon. 

Occurs 

1410. 



=F William de Yemon. 



I 



Yemon of Tong and Haddon. 
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Honour of Badnor was^ at this time^ held by Ralph Lord Mortimer 
of Wigmore, whose Vassal therefore Henry was. 

In 1248, Henry de Penbrigg had a Charter of Free- Warren at 
Weston.®^ 

On May 10, 1254, he fined one hundred merks to have custody 
of all lands, &e., which were the hereditary right of Lucia and 
Eufemia, two of the daughters and coheirs of Godfrey de Gamages, 
out of the lands which were said Godfrey's. He was to hold such 
lands till those coheiresses came of age, and was to have their 
marriages for two of his Sons. Maj^ery de Lacy who had the 
said wards in her custody was to deliver them up, so to be 
^arried.^ 

On July 1, 1268, the Plea-BoUs of Westminster exhibit Henry 
de Penbrug, and Elizabeth his wife, with William de Penbrug, and 
Eufemia his wife, as suing Hugh de Plessetis for the Shropshire 
Manor of Stottesden, which the Plaintiffs claimed as the right of 
the said Elizabeth and Eufemia. The Defendant not appearing, 
the Manor was ordered to be seized into the King's hand, and the 
cause was adjoumed.^^ 

Of Godfrey de Gamages and his sometime interest in Stottesden 
it will be better to speak when we reach that Manor. Here I 
would observe that Henry de Pembruge's wife Elizabeth, though 
a daughter and Coheir of Godfrey de Gamages, was either a^ 
different daughter to Lucia for whose marriage Henry de Pembruge 
senior had fined in 1254, or else was described at different periods 
by two distinct names. 

Henry de Pembruge does not appear to have ever recovered 
any interest in Stottesden, and for this or some other cause of 
discontent, he became a strenuous supporter of Montfort's treason 
in 1265 : — ^nay it was alleged that after the Battle of Evesham 
(August 4), and after the Council of Winchester (in September 
following), he insulted Prince Edmund at Warwick, committed 
depredations, set fire to that Town^ and was there taken prisoner. 

He seems to have been given in charge to Boger de Mortimer, 
under whom he held his Manor of Pembruge. Mortimer bestowed 
his captive in the dungeons of Wigmore, with what object or 
result we shall presently learn. 



^ Sot Chart. 82 Hen. Ill, xnemb. 
4. He appears to have fined 20 merks 
for this privilege ; but the printed 
Originalia Boll (yoL i, p. 10) deacribea 



the Manor as *'£ston*' in Herefordshire. 

» Sot, lin, ii, 186. 

» Plaeiia, Trinity Term, 4/1 Hen. Ill, 
memb. 23 dorso. 
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Of course all the estates of Henry de Pembroge were forfeited. 
Weston (Gloucestershire) was given to Walter Giffard, Archbishop 
of York^ Leye (Worcestershire) to Matthew de Gamages^ and 
Gyllock (Herefordshire) to Hugh de Mortimer. 

Roger de Mortimer of Wigmore^ in virtue probably of a general 
licence which he had to confiscate all such lands of the King's 
enemies as were of his Fee^ entered upon his Prisoner's Manor of 
Pembridge. Foreseeing however that such occupation would 
eventually be null and void, and that Henry de Pembridge, by the 
King's clemency, would ultimately have that power of redemption 
which was accorded to Rebels in general, by the Dictum de 
Kenilworth, Mortimer strove rather to realize the escheated Manoi^ 
than to reclaim the unsteady faith of his Vassal. The Prisoner 
made a formal conveyance to Mortimer of the Manor and Advow- 
son of Pembridge ; and not only that, but he wrote to his Tenants 
informing them of the transfer and their consequent change of 
fealty. He was further taken, or, as Mortimer afterwards asserted, 
went willingly, before the full Court of the County of Hereford and 
ratified the transaction. 

Mortimer seems however to have felt that all these concessions, 
extorted from a Prisoner, could not amount to a legal conveyance. 
A further security was desirable. He therefore got to his Castle 
of Wigmore the two sons of his Prisoner, Henry and Gk)defirid, and 
leaving them there as hostages to secure his own ascendancy over 
the Father, journeyed with the latter to the King's Court, then 
sitting at Clarendon. 

There on the Q^^nza%ne of St. Martin in the 52d year of King 
Henry (Nov. 25, 1267) appeared Henry de Pembruge senior (so 
called with reference to his eldest son and because his own 
Father was now deceased), and acknowledged that he remitted and 
quitted to Roger de Mortimer all his right and claim in the Manor 
and Advowson of Pembruge for ever. He also undertook to 
give any such other security as Mortimer should devise in the 
matter, whether by Fine, to be levied in the King's Court, or 
otherwise.*^ 

From Clarendon Mortimer seems to have conducted his Prisoner 



^ JPlaeiia coram Mege^ Michaelmas 
Term, 51 k 62 Hen. Ill, memb. 25, where 
this QiiiH-claim is giyen independently, 
and without any allusion to the circum- 
stances under which it was obtained. 



Those drcnmstances, as detailed in the 
text, transpired at a trial long afterwards, 
when howeyer this yery QuU-claim was 
cited in eyidenoe. 
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to Emewode^ one of his Shropshire Manors^ but for what purpose 
does not appear. Mortimer's object was gained^ and Pembruge 
lost for ever the estate which gave name to his House. It is 
probable therefore that he was soon released^ and indeed thus 
much is implied by a statement which says that he took measures 
in accordance with the Dictum de Kenilworth to redeem his 
other estates. Three years^ or four at most^ remained to him for 
such a purpose ; for in 1270, or 1271, he died, leaving his wife 
Elizabeth a widow, and that son Henry his heir, whom we have 
already noticed as a Hostage at Wigmore and as Lord of Tong in 
right of his wife Orabell, niece of Alan la Zouche. 
^ This youth, the third Henry de Pembruge of whom we give 
account, set himself strenuously to redeem the fallen fortunes of 
his house. 

In December 1271, his peace with the King is obviously implied 
by the terms ^^ faithful and beloved '^ already quoted in connection 
with his name. On January 20, 1272, " Henry, son of Henry de 
Pembrigg lately deceased,'' had been suing the Archbishop of York, 
Matthew de Gramages, and Hugh de Mortimer, that they should 
allow him to redeem those, his lands, of which they were seized. 
On their reftisal so to do, the King had issued a mandate to 
Nicholas Fitz Martin and his companions, Justices appointed to 
hear and determine all such suits in Herefordshire, Glouces- * 
tershire, and Worcestershire, apprising the said Justices of the 
Claimant's readiness to abide by the Dictum de Kenilworth^ and 
ordering them, if he was entitled to the benefits of that edict, to 
summon the parties before them and do their duty, according to the 
form of the said edict, touching Henry de Pembruge's right to 
recover seizin of his estates. 

It would appear that the Justices thus instructed found the case 
to be beyond their jurisdiction. — Pembruge's claim to the benefits 
of the Dictum were denied by the Archbishop and others. So on 
the day last mentioned (Jan. 20, 1272) the parties appeared before 
the King himself. 

The Archbishop pleaded for all. He denied young Henry's 
right to the benefit of redemption, inasmuch as the Dictum de Kenil- 
worth excluded, inter alios, those who had persisted in rebellion and 
rapine after the Council of Winchester (the " peace proclaimed at 
Winchester " he calls it) . He then instanced the elder Pembruge's 
conduct before recited. 

Young Pembruge, on the other hand, urged that the Dictum de 

II. 30 
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Kenilworth applied to all transgressions up to the time of its pro- 
mulgation^ except those of the Citizens of London ; that his Father 
and, after his Father*s death, he himself sued for redemption of their 
lands in conformity with the Dictum, which Dictum^ he added, 
contained a special concession of the King^s, viz. that no Rebel 
should suffer disinheritance. 

The suit or suits did not end on this occasion, but a postscript on 
the Boll states that soon after the King's death, in the octaves of 
Hilary (Jan. 20) the parties accorded by License, and it gives 
reference to a Boll of the said term in the first year of Edward I 
(1273) for particulars.®!— 

I find the Concord thus indicated. Thereby Henry de Pembrugg 
relinquished to the Archbishop all his right to the Manor of Weston 
super Egge (Weston sub Edge) receiving in exchange 1000 merks 
and the Manor of UUingwyke (Herefordshire) which he is to hold 
under the Archbishop at a penny rent, for all services. He also 
remits to the Archbishop all his right in the Manor of Norton 
(Gloucestershire), for a sum paid down and an annuity of £\{^. 
chargeable on the Archbishop's Manor of Brockwode during the 
life of Elizabeth, Henry^s Mother.®^ 

How Henry de Pembruge recovered his other Manors of Gillock 
(Herefordshire) and Leye (Worcestershire) from Mathew de Gram- 
ages and Hugh de Mortimer I have not thought it worth while to 
inquire. Suffice it to say that he did regain them. 

Thus far successful, he opposed himself to the gigantic influence 
of Boger Mortimer of Wigmore, suing him before the Justices 
Itinerant at Hereford for the lost Manor of Pembruge. 

The cause was adjourned to Westminster, where it came on for 
hearing before the King's Council in the octaves of Hilary (Jan. 20) 
1274. The pleadings are given at an unusual length but are well 
worth epitomizing. — 

" Henry son of Henry de Penebrigg sued Boger de Mortimer, 
Matilda hia wife, and Balph his Son for the Manor, &c. (except ten 
Librates of Land) of which Manor, 8cc. Boger and Balph had 
unjustly disseized the Plaintiff's Father, whose heir the Plain- 
tiff is."— 

The Becord is ambiguous as to the appearance of the Defendants, 
whether all or only Matilda pleaded by Attorney. Her plea was 
that she claimed to hold nothing in demesne ; Balph's was that he 

•* Placita coram Eege^ Hilary Term, I " Abbrev. PlaeUorwm^ p. 185, b. 
66 Hen. Ill, memb. 11 dorso. I 
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held nothing except at will of his Father. So Roger was virtually 
the sole Defendant. 

He took exception to the word '' disseized" used in the PlaintiflTs 
writ, and alleged the Charter of Henry de Pembruge Senior, his 
letter to his Tenants, and his voluntary quit-claim in the Coimty- 
Court as inconsistent with " disseizin^' — 

He produced also the documentary proofs of each transaction. 

The Plaintiff replied that Mortimer had ingress in the Manor by 
disseizin, not by the documents produced ; for he entered on the 
Manor while his (the Plaintiff's) Father was a prisoner and before 
the documents were executed. 

Mortimer took exception to the form of the Plaintiff^s proceed- 
ings and asked judgment of the Court as to whether the Plaintiff 
was competent to sue under a writ " de ingressu '' which involved 
mention of the term " disseizin.''®^ 

The Plaintiff answered, that if his Father had demised the pre- 
mises while in prison, a writ " de ingressu,'^ making mention of such 
imprisonment, was a form in which he was competent to sue ; he 
was however prepared to show that neither in nor out of prison had 
his Father ever demised the premises. — 

He repeated that Mortimer had ingress by disseizin, notwith- 
standing that his Father had given him (Mortimer) a seizin by 
feoffment. He appealed to the Court to say whether he was com- 
petent to sue under any other form of writ than that which he had 
employed. 

The Court's assent to this proposition may be inferred from the 
continuance of the pleadings. — 

Mortimer now again alleged the quit-claim in the County Court, 
his own seizin of the Manor for a long period, and finally Pem- 
bruge's acknowledgment in the Curia Regis, To the Eolls of Pleas 
in that Court he now appealed. 

Henry acknowledged that such recognition had been made by his 
Father at the time and place stated; but he also showed how 
himself and his Brother being in Prison at Wigmore, hia Father 
had acted under fear on their account and lest evil should befal 
them {ne de eis pejus eveniret) . He asks the Court's Judgment 



^ There was a technical didtinction 
between the writ " de ingressu " and the 
writ " de nov4 disaeizind." The former 
applied to cases of disputed property or 
right, the latter to cases of disputed pos- 



session. If a party had brought his action 
under the superior form, " de ingressu,*' 
he could not, while that action was pend- 
ing, sue under the inferior form. 
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whether a recognition thus obtained should have force ; and that it 
was thus obtained he was prepared to prove before a Jury (per 
patriam) . 

Mortimer hereupon expatiated on the freedom and impartiality 
of the Curia Regis, adding that if things had been as the PIainti£F 
stated^ Pembruge Senior might have proclaimed the oppression in 
open Court at Clarendon^ and^ refusing the Recognition required 
of him^ might have procured the enlargement of himself and his 
Sons. 

Thus far the pleadings on this occasion. — 

A Postscript on the same Roll intimates that another hearing 
took place at Westminster on Feb. 3 (1274), before Martin de 
Littlebury and other Justices appointed to terminate pleas ; that 
again, after death of said Martin, the cause came before Ralph de 
Hengham and his Fellows, and that then Mortimer appeared in 
Court and asserted that judgment had been given in his favour at 
the previous hearing before Martin de Littlebury, Nicholas de 
Stapleton and Master Richard de Stanes. The two latter, being 
survivors of the three, he called to bear record of the fact. Their 
record was that judgment was given to this eflfect, viz. that " Mor- 
timer and the other Defendants were dismissed sine die, and that 
Henry de Pembruge was adjudged to be in misericordid for a false 
claim."^— 

Such was the redress which misfortune obtained when it wrestled 
against power in the early years of King Edward, — the '^ English 
Justinian." 

I now proceed to give the substance of the Inquisitions which 
were taken after the death of this Henry de Pembruge. 

The King's writs of diem clausit extremum bear date 18 February 
and 3 March 1279. A Worcestershire Inquest, which sat in con- 
sequence, reported that the deceased held Leye (Legam) of the 
Abbot of Pershore and that Pulk his son and next heir was eight 
years of age. 

A second Inquest, which sat at Salisbury Castle on May 5, 
said that the deceased was Tenant of Lora de'Saunford at North- 
Tudeworth (Wilts), but that of the age of Fulk his next heir, the 
Jurors knew nothing as he was not living in Wiltshire. The 
same Jurors found that Henry de Pembruge once held Weston 
sub Egge (Glouc.) of Walter Giflfard, Archbishop of York, by 

^ PlacUa apud Westm. toram ConsiHo Begis^ Hilary Term, 2 Edw. I, memb. 17 
recto et dorso. 
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service of one Knight's-fee^ but that the deceased^ 8on of the 
said Henry, had quitted all his right in Weston to the Archbishop, 
for the Manor of UUyngwyke (Heref.) and 1000 merks. 

A third Inquest was taken at Salisbury Castle on December 28, 
1279. The Jury found that the deceased had not held Tudworth 
in capite, but that Roger la Zouche, who formerly held it under 
John Biset, gave the Manor to Gilbert de Stanford (Sanford) 
with his daughter Lora in frank-marriage, and that, after Gilbert^s 
death, •* Lora gave it to Orabell, formerly wife of Henry de 
Pembruge, and to Fulk the son of said Henry and Lora (read 
Orabell). 

A fourth Inquest which sat in Herefordshire on Jan. 8, 1280, 
found that the deceased had held GiUock in capite by service of 
finding one man for fifteen days in time of war, &c ; — also that 
he had held a third part of the Manor of UUingewyk of the Bishop 
of Hereford (read Worcester) by one-third of a Knight's-Pee ; — 
also that he held £4. 17 s, Sd. annual rent in Catteley of the gift 
of William Devereux by service of Id. per annum. 

A fifth Inquisition sat Jan. 26, 1280, in Leicestershire, and 
gave the following almost accurate accoimt; viz. that William 
de Harcourt, formerly Lord of Ayliston (Elstow), had two daughters, 
OrabeU and Margery, to whom conjointly he gave the Manors of 
Ayliston and Tonge; — that afterwards Henry de Pembruge 
married Orabell, and John de Cantilupe Margery; — that by consent, 
Tong remained to Henry and Orabell, and Ayliston to John; — 
that John and Margery died seized of Ayliston, but without issue, 
so that thereby Ayliston reverted to Fulk the son and heir of 
Henry de Pembruge, which Fulk was now under age; — that 
Henry, Fulk's Father had therefore not died seized of Ayliston ; — 
that the Manor was held of Richard de Harcourt by one Knight's- 
fee, and by Richard of the Earl of Winchester.^ 

These details, though slightly inaccurate, supply a general and 
quite intelligible truth. In this respect they differ widely from 
some Records of Law proceedings which took place during Fulk 
de Pembruge's minority. These latter, taken as they stand, 
present us with inconsistent and impossible results; in fact, it is 
evident that the Law-Clerk who recorded these pleas did not 



» Gilbert de Saunford died in 1249, 
leaving a eon and heir under age. Either 
that heir never attained his majority, or 



else was Gilbert's son by another wife 
than Laura la Zouche. 
» InqtimHoHs, 7 £dw. I, No. 12. 
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understand their drift. I have therefore thought it better^ while 
giving the substance of the original minutes^ to insert in brackets 
whatever 1 conceive to be necessary for their correction or ex- 
planation. I should premise that Walter Giffard^ Archbishop of 
York, seems to have conveyed, between 1272 and 1279, the 
Seigneury of UUingwike to Godfrey Giffard, Bishop of Worcester. 

In October 1282, the following is given as the result of a plea 
heard before the King or his Deputies. 

" The Bishop of Hereford (read Worcester) recovers his seizin 
of two parts of the Manor of OUingwyk alieuf UUingwyk by reason 
of the Minority of Henry de Penebrigg. Fulco, brother of the 
same Henry ,^7 ^ho had custody of the said Henry by gift of the 
Queen, concedes that all tenements which he holds of his brother^s 
inheritance together with the dower of Alice his wife (read Mother, 
f . e» Mother of Henry, step-mother of Fulk, and widow of Henry 
Pulk's father) shall be put in hochepot; — and that Fulk shall have 
two parts and Alice the third part, but not of the Manor of 
Todeworth in Co. Wilts." »» 

Another Record of this same j9/ea intimates that it was heard at 
Salop, in three weeks of Michaelmas 1282, before the King or his 
Deputies. Its substance is as follows ; — 

" The Sheriflf had mandate to bring into Court Alice, widow of 
Henry de Pembruge, that she might respond to Godfrey, Bishop of 
Worcester, in the following suit," — ^viz. " Whereas custody of two 
parts of Ollingewyk, which belonged to Henry de Pembruge de- 
ceased, except 17^. rent, pertained to the Bishop until the age of 
the heir " (read devisee), " in that it was held by Knight^s-service, — 
and whereas Alice now held those parts in dower, — whether she, 
Alice, had ought to allege why the said Bishop should not have 
those two parts in custody." 

The Sheriff had also mandate to bring into Court ''Fulk de Pem- 
bruge, who was to have with him the heir (read yoimger son) of 
Henry de Pembruge, in order that he Fulk, might do and receive 
as regarded the tenements which Fulk holds of the inheritance of 
the aforesaid heir (read younger son), and which had belonged to 
Henry his (Henry^s) Father, and brother (read Father) of the said 
Fulk, whatever might appear just." — 



^ Folk Pembruge himself was not yet 
twelve yean of age. 

*" Ahhrev. Flacit, 274i, I am unable 
to discover the original or duplicate of 



the original Beeord which the Abbreviator 
of the PlaeUa must have used in compiling 
tliis abstract. 
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Now Fulk appears; and Alice appears^ and concedes that the 
Bishop may have custody of the said two parts of UUingwyk saving 
to Alice her goods lying in that Manor. So the Bishop recovers 
the same. 

Fulk, on the other hand, pleads that he cannot bring the heir 
(devisee) into Court, because he is in the Queen's custody : and as 
to the dower of Alice, Fulk concedes that all the tenements which 
he, Fulk, holds of the inheritance of Henry his Brother, together 
with the dower of Alice, be put in hochepot, and that Fulk should 
have back two parts thereof and Alice have her dower. And Alice 
agrees to this, if so be that she shall have such dower in the Manor 
of Toddeworthe, Wiltshire. — 

Fulk replies that Toddeworthe was not of the inheritance of 
Henry (his Father), nor had he anything there except in the name 
of Orabell his first wife, because he, Fulk, says that Lora de San- 
ford gave the Manor to Orabell and to Fulk, Orabell's son, by a 
charter which he produces. Whereupon Fulk asks judgment of the 
Court if Alice ought to have dower therein. 

Alice replies that Henry (her husband) held the same by 
inheritance, and asks that inquiry be made if it were not so. And 
Fulk agrees. 

Afterwards at Bristol in the Quinzaine of Hilary, 13 Edw. I, 
(Jan 27, 1285), a Jury found that Lora gave Tudworth to Orabell 
and her heirs, so that Henry de Pembruge had held nothing there 
except in name of Orabell, once his wife. A day to hear sentence 
was given to the parties in the Quinzaine of Easter following. 
" The whole of this last enrolment,'' adds the Record, " is to be 
found in the Bolls of Hilary Term in the 13th year."*^ 

Of Alice widow of Henry de Pembruge and her son Henry, I 
will attempt no further account, except to notice that she was living 
in 1300 and unsuccessful in a suit about lands in " Brenchesle and 
Pepingbury (Co. Herts) }^ 

We return to Fidk de Pembruge, son and heir of Henry, 
whose minority, though for some inexplicable cause, it is not once 



^ Placita apud Salop, Michaelmas 
Term, 10 & 11 Edw. I, memb. 22. An 
abstrart of this plea, but taken from 
another and third original, is given in 
the Abbrev. Placitomm (page 104). It 
indicates the dismissal sine die of Fulk 
de Pembruge. 

»<» Oriffinalia, i, 113. Henry de Pem- 



bruge son of Alice seems to Imvo founded 
a distinct house. It was probably he who 
in 1303, and as a Knight, made a grant in 
Wyneston (Gloucestershire) sealing the 
deed with arms — Barry of six * • • , 
over all a Bend. {Olovet^s Collections, A, 
fo. 109). 
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mentioned in the law-suits above detailed^ endured for many years 
after. 

At Michaelmas 1280, the Sheriff of Shropshire rendered account 
of £17. 14*. d^d., " issues and rents of the Manor of Tonge, formerly 
Henry de Pembruge's, viz. from Monday, January 16, 1279, till 
January 13, 1280, before that the Manor was given up to William 
Bumell as Gustos in behalf of John de Binelard, to whom the 
King had given custody of Henry^s lands.''^^^ 

The Feodary of 1284, says as follows, — 

" Pulco de Penebrugge holds the Manor of Togge with the viU 
of Norton (Tong Norton) of the Honour of Breyseynok (Brecknock 
is meant), for one Knight^s-fee ; nor is there mention in the inqui- 
sition as to whom the said Pulco holds under.^^^^ 

At the County Assizes, October 1292, the Brimstree Jurors 
reported that Pulco de Penebrugg, a minor in the King's custody, 
claimed to have assize of bread and beer, also to hold a Market and 
Pair in his Manor of Tong.^^ 

In March 1293, the heir of Henry de Pembruge was found to be 
holding Ayliston (Leicestershire) of the estate of Richard de Har- 
court then deceased, by service of one Knight' s-fee.^^ 

Very soon after he attained his majority, Pulk de Pembruge 
died. He left his wife Isabel surviving, and a son and heir Pulk, 
not yet five years of age. On June 20th, 1296, the King's writ of 
'' diem clausit extremum " issued to the Escheator cUra Trent, and 
the Inquests which followed contain further particulars as to the 
estate of the deceased. — 

That which sat at Boscomb (Wilts) on July 23, 1296, reported 
his tenure of Tudeworthe and found that Pulk his heir would be 
five years of age on August 27, then next coming. — 

The Leicestershire Inquest reported his tenure of the Manor of 
Ayleston and rents in Stretton, and gave a similar account of the 
age of his heir. — 

The Herefordshire Inquest gave August 24, as the heir's birth-day, 
and reported the tenures of the deceased in Gyllouch, UUyngwyk, 
and Catteley j«M7^a Upleden. — 

A Pourth Inquisition sitting at Tong on July 11, 1296, found the 
deceased to have held that Manor under Sir Alan la SiOuche, whose 
Grandfather Alan gave it (said these accurate Jurors) in marriage 



»w Bot, Pip. 8 Edw. I, Salop. I »« Placita Corona, 20 Edw. I, m. 23. 

MB Kirbf/'t Quest. Brimstree Hundred. I i" InqwHHona, 21 Edw. I, No. 46. 
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with Alice, grandmother of Sir Pulk, lately deceased, who owed no 
service thereon. They valued the Capital Messuage at 5^., the 
Fishery of the Vivary at 2s, Sd,, the Dove-cot at Is. 8d., the Water 
Mill at £2, per annum. They enumerated various rents due &om 
the tree tenants of the Manor, among which one of a Chaplet of 
Roses is observable. The whole Manor and income they estimated 
as worth £20. 19*. %\d. yearly. They found Pulk, the son and heir, 
to have been four years old on Saturday August 27 previous.^®^ 

I presume that Isabel, widow of the deceased, had Tong in dower, 
for pursuant to the King's Writ dated at Portsmouth, May 24, 1297, 
the SheriflF of Shropshire returned Isabel Lady of Tong, among 
those who, holding lands or rents to the yearly value of £20. or 
upwards, were (generally) liable to be summoned to perform military 
service in person, with horse and arms, in parts beyond the seas, and 
were to muster at London on July 7 following.^®^ 

In 4 Edw. II (1310-11), consistent mention is made of Pulk de 
Pembruge's heir as still under age. The King then intrusted his 
land to Oliver de Bordeaux till he should attain his majority .^^ 

This last event will have been on August 27, 1312, and we have 
several notices of him during the fourteen years of his remaining 
life. , 

On the 1st of April 1314, being at Stanton Harecourt (Oxford- 
shire), he acknowledges to have received from his Cousin, Monsieur 
de Harecourt, Lord of Bosworth, a Charter of the Manor of Tong, 
whereby Alan la Zouche gave and granted the same Manor to 
Sir William de Harecourt and Alice his wife m frank-marriage}^ 

On June 15, 1314, Fulk, son of Pulk Penebragge, was a Knight. 
So describing himself and as Lord of Tong he quits to Sir Walter 
de Langton, Bishop of Coventry and Lichfield, all his claim to a 
plot of wood called Stryfwode, in Brewood. Por this the Bishop 
paid him £10}"^ 



»» InqmitUions, 24 Edw. I, No. 31. 

»« ParUamtnOary Writs, i, 291. 

W Oriffinalia, i, 113. 

"» Dodtworthy vol. 96. The oonsan- 
guinitj implied in this deed was thus : — 
Sir WilliAm de Hareonrt was Qrandfather 
of Sir John (the person who gare up the 
Tong Charter) ; he was also Great-grand- 
father of Fulk de Fembruge who acknow- 
ledges receipt thereof. — 

It would seem that when Alan La 
Zouche had, bj composition under the 
II. 



Dictum de Kenilworth, secured Tong for 
his Sister's issue, the Title*deeds had re- 
mained with the male line of William de 
Harcourt, that Sister's husband. 

»« Lichfield Register (Ashmol. MSS. 
1527). The deed is dated at Lichfield, 
and tested by Sir Eobert de Stepulton, 
Sir Alexander deFrevill, Sir John Gifiard, 
and Sir Boger de Ocoyre, Knights ; also 
by William de Freford, Henry de Hare- 
court, and Boger de Pulesdon. 
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In time, as it would seem, of Edward II, Palke de Pemiebrugge, 
Lord of Tonge, appoints Nicholas le Taylour of Tongc, his Attorney, 
to overlook an exchange between William de Pres and Pulke's 
tenants of Norton and Tonge, of that land called the Old-Castle.^^® 

This Folk de Pembruge also granted a Charter of Coni&rmation 
to Buildwas Abbey which contains several points of interest. It 
specifies free road for the Monks^ sheep and animals, to be driven 
to and from their Grange of Bochlegh, to their pasture of Donyn- 
tone, beyond the rivulet under Chelfesford, through Fulk's wood 
of Bochlegh ; also that the Monks may make a fence from the 
comer of their field of Bochlegh to the rivulet aforesaid; also that 
they may make and maintain a bridge upon Fulk's land beyotid the 
said rivulet and have easements of the bank of the said rivulet to 
repair said bridge when needful, as by the Charters of Roger, son 
of Alan la Zouche, and of Richard de Bealmeys is testified respecting 
the said bridge : also that, if at any time, from scarcity of their 
live stock, the Monks should neglect to use these liberties of road 
and bridge, it should not be to their prejudice or prevent them from 
reviving the dormant right when they chose; he also grants them a 
site for making a Mill at Tylesmendeslode-stank, with water-course 
and right of road through his land to the said mill, and earth to 
repair the stank when needful, " as was contained in a fine levied 
in the Curia Regis about making the said Mill, between the Abbot 
of Buildwas and Alan de la Zouche formerly Lord of the Manor of 
Tonge/'iii 

On 16 Oct. 1313, Fulk de Pembruge was included among those 
adherents of Thomas Earl of Lancaster who having participated in 
the death of Piers Gaveston had the King^s pardon. 

In the Feodary of March 1316, called Nomina Villarum, he 



"0 Dugdale'B MSS. (vol. K, fo. 11) in 
Bibl. Ashm. — from a deed in Dugdale's 
own possession. The transcript gives 
30 Edw. II for the date of this docu- 
ment, where of course there is a mistake 
as to the year, or else the reign. I have 
supposed the former, as the Fulk de Pem- 
bruge of 30 Edw. I was an Infant, and 
the last Fulk de Pembruge will hardly 
liave succeeded so early as 30 Edw. III. 
Still there is doubt about the matter. 
The Deed was scaled with Arms — Barry 
of six. 

"* Charter in possession of George 



Pritchard, Esq. of Broseley. The wit- 
nesses are Sir Walter de Huggeford, Sir 
William de Forcer, Knights ; Roger Carles, 
Hugh de Beahneys, Henry de Bealmeys, 
and others. I have already estimated the 
date of this deed to be about 1312, i.e, on 
Fulk Pembruge's attaining his majority. 
The seal is a coat of arms, well executed, 
and charged with — ^Barry of six. The 
Legend is — S. FuLOOiris de PsMBBiaa. 

Mr. Dukes (Appendix, Ixvi) has given 
an abstract of this deed, but the date 
a8£>igncd thereto (1229) must be a typo- 
graphical error. 
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is returned as Lord of Tong (Co. Salop) and of Ullingswiek 
(Herefordshire) }^^ 

On Aug. 14, 1319, he had Kcense to exchange ten acres in Tong 
with the Prioress of White-Ladies who was to give him other ten 
acres in the same Manor.^^^ 

He served as a Knight of the Shire of Salop at the Parliament of 
York in May 1322, and was returned as a Knight of the Shire 
of Gloucester to a second Parliament holden at York in November 
of the same year.^^* 

His various employments as a Commissioner to levy Archers, a 
Commissioner of Array, or Inspector of Levies ; his summonses to 
Councils at home or military service abroad, are too numerous to 
mention here. In the years 1323-1325, his name occurs no less 
than eighteen times in one or other such connection.^^^ 

He died on January 8, 1326. The King's Writ o( Diem clausit 
extremum issued to the Escheator of Salop, Staffordshire, and Glou- 
cestershire on January 21, and an Inquisition as to his estate was 
held at Tong on Feb. 25 following. The Jurors found that he had 
held nothing in capites that he and Matilda his wife had held con- 
jointly the Manor of Tong under William la Zouche, by service of one 
Knight's-fee and as a member of Ashby de la Zouche : that they 
had it by feoffment of Henry de Byrmentham (Bermingham), who 
by fine levied in the King's Court had enfeoffed them, with entail 
upon their heirs male : that Fulk their son and heir was fifteen 
years of age on Nov. 30 previous.^^* 

The Inquisitions of other Counties do not seem to be preserved. 

Of Fulk de Pembruge (III), thus proved to have been bom Nov. 
30, 1310, I have only one notice after he attained his majority. 
In 1333, Robert Corbet of Hadley and Matilda his wife had reco- 
vered against Fulk son of Fulk de Pembruge, the Manor of Ayleston 
(Leicestershire) .^^^ 

I presume Matilda, thus named, to have been Fulk's Mother, who, 



»» Parliamentary Writi, iv, 1271. 

^^ Pat. 13 Edw. II, memb. 37. 

"^ Parliamentary Writs, 366, 899. 

"* Ibidem, p. 1271 ; Fcsdera, ii, 592. 

"« Inquidtions, 19 Edw. II, No. 56. 
Henry de Birmingham had, of course, 
been a Feoffee in Trust. I doubt not 
that Matilda, wife of Fulk de Pembruge, 
waa of the family of Bermingham. 



»7 Origindtia, ii, 82. In 8 Edw. HI 
(1334-5) I find, by an unyouched note, 
that Alice dePenneburge was suing under 
writ of novel disseizin for land in Tonge. 
Bobert Corbet of Hadley Chevr. and 
Matilda his wife were the defendants. 

Whether this Alice were Sister or 
Widow of Fulk Pembruge of 1333 I will 
not yenture to say. 
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having since 1326 remarried to Robert Corbet^ had now recovered 
Ayleston as her dower. 

I have seen no original documentary evidence which will enable 
me to state the descent from Fulk Pembruge III (living 1333) to 
Folk IV who died in 1408-9. 

Shaw informs us of a Robert de Pembruge living in 20 Edw. Ill 
(1346-7), and whom Shaw takes to have been Brother and Heir of 
Fulk III, and Father of Fulk IV.i^s 

The latter occurs in 1371, with Margaret his wife, daughter and 
eventual sole heir of William Trussel of Cublesdon, by his wife Ida 
(or Idonea) le Botyler.^^* 

Margaret, first wife of Fulk de Pembruge IV, died without issue 
June 11, 1402. Fulk took a second wife, Isabel or Elizabeth 
Idngen, but dying without issue, in 10 Henry IV (1308-9), closed 
the male line of his succession at Tong. 

In 12 Hen. IV (1410-1) Isabel, relict of Fulk Pembruge, was 
busy in the Religious Foundation, since known as Tong College, 
the particulars of which are amply detailed elsewhere.^^ 

Isabel long survived her first husband, long enough (as Shaw has 
it) to remarry twice, viz. to Sir Thomas Peytevine and Sir John 
Ludlow.^21 She died in 25 Hen. VI (1446-7). 

The heir of the last Sir Fulk Pembruge of Tong was Richard de 
Vernon (sometimes called Richard de Pembruge). He was, if 
former accoimts be correct, son and heir of Richard de Vernon, son 
and heir of another Richard de Vernon, by Juliana, sister of the 
said Fulk de Pembruge.^^^ All that I shall here add of this Richard 
de Vernon, thus succeeding to his supposed Great Uncle's estates 
after the death of Isabel, the said Great Uncle^s surviving wife, is, 
that he was a Minor in 1402, a Knight in 1418, and that he died in 
1451, seized of various Vernon and Pembruge estates, viz. Pyche- 
cote (Bucks.), Harlaston (Stafibrdshire), Haddon (Derbyshire), Tong, 
Ayleston and UUingwyke. 



>» SutoryofStaffordihire,i,Ad^tiomi, 
p. 88. 

U9 Dugdale (Baranoffe, p. 695) makes 
Ida le Botyler to be wife, not wife's 
Mother, of Fulk de Pembruge. The true 
account is however giyen in the History 
of Warwickshire. 

ISO Jfonasiicon, viii, 1401. 

^ I hardly credit this. — Shaw's notion 



seems to have arisen from the circum- 
stance that Henry lY's charter of Not. 
1410, directed that the future Canons of 
Tong should pray for the souls {inter 
alios) of these two Knights. So the 
Dome Isabel would, at that rate, have 
got rid of three husbands in less than 
the same number of years. 

^ Dukes' AniiquUies, pp. 188, 189. 
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Of the Undertenants in this Manor I can say little more than 
is implied in the above account of the Lords of the Fee. 

Distinct notice should however be taken of a younger branch of 
the family of De Belmeis^ which had early feoffment in Tong and 
elsewhere^ and is on the whole easily distinguishable from those 
other Ctuiets of the same house of whom we have given accoimt 
under Donington. 

Whether William de Beaumeis who stands first witness of the 
very ancient deed quoted under Hatton were progenitor of the 
Tong or Donington branchy of both or of neither, I will not under- 
take to say. — I only guess him to have been of Donington. 

I should be similarly doubtful as to that Robert de Belmeis, who 
about 1139 was first witness of Philip de Belmeis^ grant to 
Buildwas : but the nearly contemporary deed of Richard de Belmeis 
(of Donington) seems to exclude Robert from that branch of the 
&mily. Therefore very possibly the said Robert was of Tong. 

Again I notice suggestively how the Deed of Philip de Belmeis 
Junior to LiUeshall, which passed between 1152 and 1159, is 
attested not only by Sir Richard de Belmeys (undoubtedly of Don- 
ington) but by Robert de Belmeys and William his Brother. On 
the Staffordshire Pipe Roll of 1185, among some payments arising 
from a recent visit of the Justices of the Forest, it is entered that 
Robert de Belmes owes one merk, apparently for something sold 
out of the King's Forest.^^ 

The same Justices holding pleas in Shropshire in the same year 
had further amerced Robert de Beaumes 20s. for some default. — 

The latter fine he paid and was quit, but the former is renewed 
as an unsatisfied debt on the Staffordshire Pipe-Roll of 1186, 
with a note to the effect that payment should be required in 
Shropshire. 

However in 1187, he pays half-a-merk to the Sheriff of Stafford- 
shire, the other half remaining a debt on the Staffordshire Rolls of 
1188, 1189, 1190, 1191 ; but transferred to the Shropshire Roll of 
1192, and liquidated in Shropshire in 1193. 

On Nov. 24, 1194, Robert de Beaumis is the first named of the 
four Knights who reported to the Courts at Westminster their 
view of certain litigated lands at Astley Abbots and Brug.^^^ 



^ Eot, Pyp. 31 Hen. H, Staffordshire. 
Pro extramend^to deforesta is the expres- 
sion, — explained by the entry on the Boll 



of 82 Hen. II, which gives " Pro boseo in 
foresta vendUo" 

^ Supra, VoL I, p. 47. 
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At the same period or rather earlier, he attests a grant of Walter 
de Danstanvill, Lord of Idshale.^^^ 

On April 23, 1200, the same Robert appears as Recognizor in a 
suit which concerned lands at Evelith (near Shiffhal) ,^^ 

At the County Assizes^ October 1203, Robert de Beaumeys 
essaiffned himself from attendance at the general summons. 

In succession as I imagine to this Robert, was that Sir William 
de Beumys who has already been mentioned as having given to 
John de Pres some feoffment in Tong Manor ;^^ which feoffinent, 
apparently granted in the first half of the thirteenth Century, was 
confirmed by Alan la Zouche between 1255 and 1263. 

In 1255, another Robert de Beaumes occurs under circumstances 
which leave no doubt of his being a vassal of the Lords of Tong. 

Such a person had obtained from Alan la Zouche the wardship 
of Ralph, son of Nicholas de Wililey, so far as related to a hide of 
land at Gretton (Munslow Hundred) ; which hide of land, as I shall 
elsewhere show, was held by De Wililey under La Zouche, and by 
La Zouche in capite of the King.^^ 

Though I shall be somewhat interfering with the history of 
another locality, I should here state briefly that on Aug. 17, 1260, 
Giles de Erdinton was appointed speciaUy to try a suit of novel 
desseizin which William, son of William le Praunceys and Agnes 
his wife, had brought against Robert Beumys concerning a tene- 
ment in Stanwey.^^* 

On December 28, 1260, King Henry III granted his Letters- 
Patent of Protection in fevour of Robert de Beumes, so long as the 
said Robert should b^ in the service of Prince Edward in parts 
beyond sea.^^^ 

On June 3, 1261, a Pine was levied at Westminster which 
indicates the purchase by Robert de Belmeis of half-a-virgate and 
one acre of land in Nether Stanwey^ for which he paid ten merks 
to the Vendors.^^^ 

In 46 Hen. 3 (1261-2), the King granted to Robert de Behneis 



>* Wombridge Chartulaiy, TiL Lega 
Prioris, ^c. No. ii. 

>M Bot. Curia Regis, ii, 199. 

"7 Supra, p. 223. 

^ Rot, Hund, ii, 70, where however I 
suBpect that we should read Andrew for 
Bxdphy the former being the name of 
Nicholas de Wililey's infant heir. The 



mistake, however, if it be one, is cir- 
cumstantially repeated in a contemporary 
notice pf Kenley, another of De Wililey's 
Manors. 

^ Rot. JPat 44 Hen. Ill, dorso. 

w> Ibidem, 45 Hen. III. 

»i Fedes Fimum, 46 Hen. Ill, Salop. 
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a license^ empowering him to hunt certain animals^ under the usual 
limitations^ and only in the Coimty of Salop.^^^ 

Within the next five years, Robert de Be^meis was deceased, leav- 
ing a widow Matilda, who remarried to Hugh de la Yal. His heir, 
and, as I imagine, his Son, was Hugh de Belmeis, a youth whose 
loyal services to King Henry III are matters of frequent and 
honourable mention in the annals of the period. 

On Sept. 30, 1265, that is in the month following the great 
victory of Evesham, the King grants his Letters of Protection in 
behalf of Hugh de Beumes.^^ 

In 1266, being one of that Monarches Valets, he attended him at 
the siege of Kenilworth Castle, and, losing his two horses in that 
service, was recompensed for the same. The SheriflF of Shropshire, 
in 1268, charges ten merks which he had paid on this account to 
Hugh de Beaumes by Boyal Warrant.^^ 

On March 15, 1267, being at Cambridge with the King, Hughde 
Beaumes obtained the Boyal License to hunt the fox, the badger, 
and the wild cat anywhere in the King^s Forests of Shropshire or 
Staffordshire's^ 

In August 1267, the King being at Shrewsbury and various 
Pleas coming before him, Hugh de Beaumes was, with others, pro- 
secuted about some right of common-pasture in Over and Nether 
Stanwey. Hugh amicably compounded his concern in the suit.'*^ 

On Sept. 19, the King, still at Salop, in recompense of the long 
and laudable service which his beloved Valet, Hugh de Beaumeys 
had rendered him, granted to said Hugh the marriage of Isabella 
widow of Robert de Beysyn, lately deceased, or at least the fine 
which belonged to the King for the said marriage.''^ 

On January 20, 1270, two Fines were levied at Westminster 
which show Hugh de Beaumes intent upon increasing his pix)perty 
in the neighbourhood of Tong. 

The first, levied between the said Hugh as Plaintiff (by Stephen 
Pitz Henry Tateshale his Attorney) and Banulf de Albrython and 
Alice his wife. Defendants, was of six acres in Donyngton, whereof 
was Plea of Warrantry. The Defendants acknowledged the same to 
be the Plaintiff's right by their own gift — to hold to Hugh and his 
heirs, of Ranulf and Alice, and the heirs of Alice, by a clove rent and 



^ Patent, 46 Hen. III. 

i» Patent, 49 HeD. III. 

^ Rot, Pip, 52 Hen. Ill, Salop. 

»» Patent, 51 Hen. III. 



1^ Placita coram Bege apud Salop, 
51 Hen. Ill, memb. 7. 
w Patent, 61 Hen. IH. 
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by rendering all services due to the Chief Lords. For this Hugh 
gave six merks. 

A second Fine between the same Plaintiff and Nicholas Kareles 
and Burgia his wife Defendants^ was of forty acres in Dunnyngton 
and was {mutatis mutandis) settled as the last, Hugh paying the 
greater sum of thirty-nine merks.^^ 

On Feb. 9, 1270, by another Fine, Hugh de Beaumes purchased 
for twenty-five merks from Hugh de la Yal and Matilda his wife 
a third part of two carucates in Stanwey, claimed by the latter as 
Matilda^s dower in the estate of Robert de Beaumes, her former 
husband.^^* 

On July 5, 1270, the King, by Letters Patent, again making 
mention of the services of his beloved Valet, Hugh de Beaumes, 
grants him, as far as he (the King) had it, the marriage of Hillaria 
Widow of William de Harecurt deceased; or else such fine as 
said Hillaria might be about to make with the King for her own 
marriage ; or, in the last place, such forfeit as would be coming to 
the King if Hillaria married to any other, without license of the 
King or of said Hugh.^*^ 

It will presently appear that neither Isabel de Beysin nor this 
Hillaria (daughter of a Hastings and Mother of a Harcourt) be- 
came the wife of the King's Valet. — 

Unhonoured with the hand of either, but doubtless enriched with 
the Fines of both, Hugh de Beaumes found a wealthy wife 
elsewhere. 

On May 18, 1271, Hugh de Beaumes had the King's Charter, 
to him and his heirs, of the privilege of holding a Fair and Market 
in his Manor of Nether Stanwey.^^^ This Manor, with all his 
rights therein, he sold, within the next twenty years, to his con- 
temporary and perhaps distant kinsman, John de Beaumeis Lord 
of Donington. 

On June 24, 1272, a Fine was levied at Lichfield between 
Hugh de Beaumes and Isolda his wife on the one hand, and 
William de Mer on the other. Hugh, for an annual rent of 40*., 
released, for the life of Isolda, to said William, all her demesne in 
Norton and Mer (Staffordshire) being her dower, also a third part 
of half-a-vii^ate of land and a meadow, held by John de Mer 
in Norton. Sir Nicholas de Audley and others attested the 
transaction.^** 

J» » Fede9 FinUmM^ea. IH, Salop. I "» Bot Chartarum, 55 Hen. HI. 

i« JPatent, 54 Hen. III. I »« Blakeway's Parochial Nottces^YOlil, 



TONo. 245 

At the County Assizes^ September 1272, the Jurors both of 
Stottesden and Brimstree Hundreds^ reported Hugh de Beaumes 
to be a Defaulter in due attendance. His liability arose doubtless 
in circumstances already alluded to^ viz. in Stottesden Hundred^ as 
Gustos of certain lands of Robert de Beysin deceased^ in Brim- 
stree Hundred^ as a Tenant at Donington and perhaps Albrighton. 

Between this period and the close of the Century^ the name of 
Sir Hugh de Beaumes appears in connection with various Inquisi- 
tions and Charters affecting lands in Brimstree Hundred. 

In October 1292, as a Knight and Juror, he tried several of 
those suits de quo waranio which were then pressed by the Crown 
against every class of Freeholders in Shropshire.^*® 

Something I should also say about the larger interests of this 
Hugh de Beaumeis in Lincolnshire. 

In 1277, and preparatory to a Muster at Worcester against 
Llewellyn^ which was fixed for July 1^ he was returned as holding 
the township of Limberge (Lincolnshire) of the honour of Chester 
(then in the Crown) but by unknown services.^** 

For a similar Muster at Rhuddlan^ fixed to take place on Aug. 5, 
1282^ he is returned under the same County^ as ignorant of what 
service was due from him, but prepared, on being informed, to do it.^** 

For the Muster against the Scots, to take place at Carlisle on 
June 24, 1300, he was summoned in Lincolnshire, viz. as holding 
lands, whether in capite or otherwise, to the annual value of d£40. 
or upwards.^** 

This Tenure in capite, for such it really was, caused the usual 
Inquisitions to be holden as to his estate after his death. This 
event took place in 1305, when, on May 20, the King^s writ of 
Diem clausit extremum issued to the Escheator. 

An Inquest held at Limbergh found that he held that mil in 
capite by service of half-a-Knight^s-Fee, that the whole proceeds of 
the same were j65. 7«., and that his son and next heir, Henry, was 
twenty-eight years of age and more. 

A second Inquest held at Lude Muchegros (Herefordshire) found 
that he had been Tenant for life of half that vill, holding it under 



p. 319. It caused me much perplexity 
when, on first meeting with this Beoord, 
I hastily concluded that Korton and 
Mere were in Tong Manor, and so that 
Hugh de Beaumes must after all have 
married William de Harcourt's Widow. 
The Norton and Mere alluded to were on 



the Western Border of Staffordshire, near 
Market Drayton. Isolda was probably 
widow of some Feoffee thereof. 

»« Plae, de Q^o Waranio, pp. 674, 
&c. 

144 146 146 JParliamentafy Writs, yol. i, 
pp. 200, 233, 334. 
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Gerard de BeneflFord by service of a sixth part of a Knighf s«Fee; 
that it was of the inheritance of Isolda formerly Hugh's vrife^ and 
that he had held it for life by Law of England (having had issue 
by her) ; that Henry, son of Hugh and Isolda^ was the heir of both 
and that he was twenty-eight years of age on Dec. 21, 1304, 

A third Inquest taken at Albrighton on June 12, 1805, said that 
the deceased held in Donynton under John deBeumys by services of 
18^. and a pound of cumin ; that he thus held a Capital messuage, 
a dove-cot, thirty acres of land, and one acre of Meadow : that he 
further held under John la Warre, Lord of Albrighton, forty acres 
of land by service of ^d. The age and name of his heir were 
returned as in the last Inquest.^*''' 

Henry de Beaumes, thus succeeding, seems by various lists of 
Jurors and Witnesses to have resided in this neighbourhood.^*® I 
have already mentioned his name in such relation and shall content 
myself with one more notice of him and his succession. 

In Trinity Term 1329, a fine was levied at Westminster between 
John, son of Henry de Beaumes of Magna .Lymbergh, and Tecia, 
daughter of Robert Fitz Peter of Magna Lymbergh, Complainants 
(querentes), through Hugh de Kilby her (Tecia's) Guardian, on 
the one part, and Henry de Beaumes of Magna Lymbergh, 
Deforciant, — of the Manor of Donynton whereof was plea of con- 
vention. Henry conceded the same to John and Tecia, to hold to 
them and the heirs of their bodies under Henry and his heirs; 
rendering to them a Rose yearly at the feast of John Baptist's 
Nativity, and accustomed services to the Chief Lords of the Fee. 
Remainder was contingently reserved to Henry and his heirs.^** 

This Fine was in short a settlement and entail on the marriage 
of John de Beaumeis, son, and probably expectant heir, of Henry ; 
but how their interest in Donington came to be described as the 
Manor I cannot determine. 

RUCKLEY. 

This ancient member of the Manor of Tong seems to require some 
distinct notice, though I have already given the chief particulars of 
its early history. 



W Inquintions, 23 Edw. I, No. 16. 

'^ It was, I imagine, to the estate of this 
branch of the Behneis familj that the Mes- 
saagestill known asBeamishHallbelonged. 
It is in Albrighton Parish. The old Manor 
House was taken down some years since. 



The name Beamish is yet to be found 
among the poorer classes of Tong or its 
neighbourhood. 

>« lines, 8 Edw. Ill, Bundle i, No.l4» 
Salop. 
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When Philip de Belmeis in 1138-9 gave to Build was Abbey all 
the land of Selfer de Roehelai^ his gift undoubtedly included the 
whole township^^® of Ruckley, except a wood which, under the name 
of Ruckley-Wood, was, as we have seen, retained by his Suc- 
cessors. — 

This was then the germ of that estate, which by successive 
accumulations in Cosford, Donington, Hatton, Upton, and Ryton, 
constituted at the end of the thirteenth century by far the fairest of 
the outlying possessions of Buildwas Abbey. 

The matter stood thus in 1291 ; — 

The whole Temporalities of Buildwas, in the Archdeaconry of 

Salop and Diocese of Coventry, were returned as annually realizing 

an income of £7Q. \%3, Sd. Of , this sum, more than a quarter (viz. 
£19. 5«. 4d.) came from the estate in question, that is from Boke- 

leye £3. 6s, 4d., from Atton £7. 4». 6rf., from Ritton 10*., andfirom 
Cospeforde £S. 4fS. 6d., which sums must be taken to include what- 
ever the Monks had at Donington and Upton. 

Rokeleye (contributing <£3. 6*. 4</. in gross) was estimated as 
half-a-carucate of land worth 10*. per annum, and as maintaining 
stock, the profits on which (£2. 16*. 4id.) made up the balance.^^^ 

TONa CHURCH. 

The early history of Tong Church is as that of Donington. It 
was founded, endowed, and bestowed on Shrewsbury Abbey within 
eight years after Domesday, by Earl Roger de Montgomery. The 
transfer was sanctioned by the same succession of Royal Charters 
as have been mentioned under Donington. Also, as in the case of 
Donington, Richard de Belmeis, Bishop of London, held Tong 
Church under the Abbey for his life, and took care to restore it 
before his death.^*^ 

Furthermore the pension to which Shrewsbury Abbey was 
entitled from Tong Church was half-a-merk, and this pension was 
confirmed, first by the Charter of Bishop Roger de Clinton, and 
afterwards, by Charters of his Diocesan Successors, and of more than 
one Archbishop of Canterbury .^^ 



^ In 1180 the villate of Bocdeia was 
one of those m this neighbourhood which 
were amerced for purpresture (Forest 
Soils at WestminsteTy Ko. i, Salop.) 
It is with reference to this fact that I use 
the word " township" in the text. 



^^ Fope Nicholas' TaxaHon, p. 260. 

"3 Supra, page 200. 

^^ See the authorities specified under 
Donington (eupi-a, p. 166). No. 328 of 
the Salop Chartulary, purporting t<) be.a 
confirmation bj Roger Bishop of Chteter^ 
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These rights of Pension and Advowson were, I should observe, 
two distinct things. The Abbot might present one Clerk to the 
Incumbency or Parsonage, and another to the Pension, or he might 
present the same Clerk to both, or he might reserve the Pension to 
his House. These points as well as the Abbot's title to Tong 
Church are well illustrated by some legal proceedings between 
Roger la Zouche and Salop Abbey, in the course of which the 
following facts transpired. 

Between the years 1 188 and 1 194, H (that is Hugh de Novant), 
Bishop of Coventry conceded and gave by Charter, to Ernulf, a 
Chaplain, the Church of Tong, — in pure almoigne, — to possess in 
perpetuity, — saving to the Bishop all rights Episcopal and Paro- 
chial. 

This institution, as it afterwards appeared, was to the Parsonage 
as distinct &om the Pension, and was on the presentation of Salop 
Abbey. * 

William la Zouche, Lord of Tong, was not well-pleased with this 
proceeding. He expelled Ernulf from Tong and would not allow 
him to live there. Ernulf 's expulsion lasted some time. 

Ernulf at length returned and continued to hold the Church all 
his life (i. e. till 1220, when he died), as Presentee of the Abbey, not 
as Roger, brother and heir of William la Zouche, afterwards afi&rmed, 
by gift of the said William. 

Meanwhile, that is between 1215 and 1220, William de Comhull, 
Bishop of Coventry, at presentation of H (Hugh), Abbot of Salop, 
gave and conceded by Charter to Robert de Shireford, Clerk, the 
Church of Tong, saving the Vicarage therein of Emulf, Canon of 
Lichfield, who was to pay a yearly pension of half-a-merk to the 
said Robert.-r- 

This was in fact an immediate institution only to the pension, 
a circumstance rendered still more clear by the words of Abbot 
Hugh's presentation, on receipt of which the Bishop instituted. 
Therein the Abbot conceded to Robert de Shireford half-a-merk 
out of the Church of Tong, viz. that half-merk which Emulf, 
Clerk, Canon of Lichfield, had used to pay to the Abbey, and which 



puts the pennon at Ss. 4<f., like that of 
Donington. This Charter contains so 
manj points of identity with Bishop 
Roger de Clinton's Charter (HarL MS3. 
3868, fo. 7h), that I cannot doubt them 
to have been copied from tlie same 



original. If so, their few discrepanciet 
are mere scribal errors. The Harieian 
Transcript is undoubtedly the more 
correct, and gives the pensions in ques- 
tion as 6«. Sd. each. 
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for remainder of Emulf s life was to be paid to Shireford ; but after 
Emnlf 8 deaths Shireford was to have the Church wholly (i.e. the 
Parsonage), and pay the pension, previously received by himself, to 
the Abbey. 

Therefore, on the whole, Robert de Shireford had been presented 
to the pension and to the reversion of the Incumbency, and Bishop 
CornhulFs institution must be taken to have sanctioned such a 
mode of presentation. 

On November 3, 1220, Emulf, the Vicar and Parson, being 
lately dead, Roger la Zouche sued the Abbot of Shrewsbury, at 
Westminster, under writ of darrein presentment for the Advowson 
of Tong. The question in such trials was always — '* who presented 
the last Parson, then dead, to the vacant Church under litigation?'^ 
In the present instance, the Abbot pleaded at once that the Church 
was not vacant, for Robert de Shireford was Parson. In proof of 
this, he produced Robert de Shireford in Court. Also Bishop 
Cornhull's Charter of Institution was exhibited, also Earl Roger's 
grant of the Advowson, and Henry II's Confirmation, and a Papal 
Bull, and Abbot Hugh's presentation. 

Roger la Zouche persisted that Emulf, lately deceased, had been 
presented by William la Zouche, saving to the Abbot an annual 
pension, in name of benefice (nomine beneficii), and that the right 
of presentation to all else remained to him. — 

As Roger la Zouche asserted that Emulf, now deceased, was the 
last Parson, the Court decided on an adjournment, and that that 
point should be referred to a Jury of Knights and other Freemen, 
who were summoned to attend at Westminster on Feb 3, 1221.^^ 
The cause however was not finally decided till the County 
Assizes of November 1221. — 

The Abbot again produced the Charters of Earl Roger, King 
Henry II, and Bishop CornhuU. Roger la Zouche said that the 
two former Charters ought not to injure him, for that, since they 
passed, his Brother William had presented to the Church. He 
admitted that his Ancestors had charged Tong Church with half-a- 
merk pension payable to Salop Abbey, and allowed that to such 
pension the Abbot might present any Clerk he pleased. He asserted 
again that Ernulf had been Parson, and had been admitted on 
presentation of his (Roger's) Brother. — 

The Abbot now produced the Charter of Bishop Hugh de Novant, 

• 

^ Placita apud Westm, Michaelmas Term, 4 & 5 Hen. Ill, mcrnb. 14 dono. 
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which decided indeed that Emulf was Pareon; bat whereas the 
Charter did not express by whom the said Emulf was presented to 
Bishop Hagh^ it would seem that at this point the case went to the 
Jiuy. The latter decided that Emulf^ late Parson, had been pre- 
sented by the Abbot and admitted on such presentation : they also 
found how Emulf had been expelled for a time by William la 
Zouche and then suffered to retum.^^^ In fact, I suppose that this 
return by permission of William la Zouche had caused Roger la 
Zouche's error, he identifying it with a presentation by William la 
Zouche. Be that as it may, the Court gave sentence that '^ The 
Abbot do recover his Seizin and that fioger be in misericardid" 

In 1291, the Church of Tonge in the Deanery of Newport (Novi 
Bai^i),the Archdeaconry of Salop, and Diocese of Coventry, was 
valued at i£4., besides the Abbot of Shrewsbury Pension therein, 
which was put, as before, at 6*. Sd.^^ 

In 1341, the Assessors and Vendors of the Ninth of wheat, 
wool, and lamb in Tong Parish, returned the proceeds at £8. 6s, Sd. 
i, e. £1. less than Pope Nicholas^ Taxation of the Church. This 
low return, if 1 understand their statement, arose thus. — The Abbot 
of Buildwas held a carucate of land in the Parish (at Buckley, I 
presume) which did not pay tithe, but, in lieu of tithe, three quarters 
of fine wheat (which I infer was all he could be charged to the 
Ninth) '}^'^ — also the Abbot of Lilleshull had a carucate of land here 
(Lizard Grange), and paid Ss. 4d. only thereon, in lieu of tithe; 
also the small-tithes, glebe-land, oblations, tithes of Mills, and other 
profits went to make up the greater sum (the taxation), and did not 
pertain to the Ninth now granted to the King.^^^ 

When Isabel, Widow of Sir Fulke de Pembruge, proposed to 
found the Collegiate Church of Tong she procured in the first 
instance the Royal License to purchase the Advowson from Salop 
Abbey. — 

King Henry lY^s Patent, dated Nov. 25, 1410, enabled her so to 
do, calling the Church that of St. Bartholomew the Apostle, and 



^ Salop AMueSf 6 Hen. Ill, memb. 6 
dorso. 

iM Pope NicholM* Taxationy pp. 245, 

247. 

^7 It would appear however from some 
other entries (e. ^. Idsall, Albrighton, and 
Stirchlej) that the Abbot of Buildwas 
was exempt firom contributing to* the 
Ninth at all ; but at Cound he was spe- 



ciallj assessed. 

On the whole the Abbot of Buildwas* 
Tenure in any Parish operated to reduce 
the Ninth assessed on such Parish ; but 
it is not clear whether this result was in 
consequence of special compositions of 
tithe or of some more general exemption. 

>M iJM^. Nonarum, p. 193. 
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reserving to the Abbot the pension of 6s> Sd, which he and his pre- 
decessors had been used to receive therefrom.^*® 

In the receipts of his House^ during the year ending Michaelmas 
1584, the Abbot of Salop returned the ancient pension of 6s. Sd, 
as paid by the College of Tong; and in the following year the 
Master of Tong College stated the value of the Parochial Church, 
annexed to the said College, to be .€6. 13«. 4d. per annum, but made 
no deduction on account of the said Pension. He deducted only 
4s. per annum, payable out of the Church to the Diocesan Bishop, 
2s. Senage payable to the same, and Ss. Procurations payable to 
the Archdeacon of Salop.^^ 

EAELY INCUMBENTS. 

Ernulf, Chaplain, and afterwards a Canon of Lichfield, has 
already been mentioned as instituted to this Church between 1188 
and 1194. On his death in 1220, Robert de Shtreford, Clerk, 
entitled by a previous grant to the reversion of the Parsonage, 
succeeded, not however without question, till November 1221, when 
his title to do so was established in the Secular Courts. 

William, Parson of Tong, was in 1255 reported by the Jurors 
of Brug as having impleaded Walter de Ingworthin, a Layman, 
before a spiritual Court, and having got from him 10s. because said 
Walter would not sell him boots to his wish.^"^ 

The first Incumbent on the Diocesan Register is : — 

Robert be Atterley, Rector of Tonge, who has a two years 
license to study on May 9, 1308. He has occurred to us under 
Donington in 1324. On May 30, 1334, he has leave of five months 
non-residence on the score of ill health (caus& medicinse)^ and on 
Jan. 29, 1335 he proposes to exchange benefices with — 

Master William de Kynardeseye, Acolyte, late Rector o^ 
St, Mary's, Bristol, who is admitted to Tong by the Bishop of 
Worcester on Feb. 4 following. 

On April 13, 1351, this Rector has a year's leave of non-residence ; 
and again on July 15, 1354, at instance of the Bishop of Bath and 
Wells. On Jan. 9^ 1355, he is negotiating an exchange of benefices 
with — 

Sir Robert Alewy, late Rector of Farnebergh (Dioc. Bath and 
Wclb), who is admitted here on Jan. 19 by the Bishop of Bath and 



^ Monagticon, viii, p. 1402. 

i«o Valor EccUntuiicfU, iii, 189, 19G. 

J« Mot. Bund, ii, 69. The word which 



I have translated *' boots" is in the original 
** eatimalia." In so translating it I have 
ventured to read " estivalia." 
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Wells), and on Feb. 7 has the Bishop of Lichfield^s Mandate of 
Induction directed to the Official of the Archdeacon of Salop, and 
alleging the presentation of this Rector by the Abbot and Con- 
vent of Salop. On Nov. 27, 1355, Alewy is exchanging benefices 
with — 

John de Catnton, Rector of Axebru^e (Bath and Wells Dioc.) 
who is admitted here, in the usnal way, on Dec. 15 ; and the man- 
date for whose Induction bears date Dec. 22 foUowing.^^ 

ABCHITECTUEAL NOTICE OF THE CHUECH. 

Tong Church, which consists of a nave with aisles, a Chancel, 
and a central octagonal tower with a low spire, was principally 
built during the reign of Henry lY, and is a pure and beautifiil 
example of the Early Perpendicular. To this date also belongs the 
south porch, and the vestry attached to the north side of the 
Chancel. But a Chapel on the south side, forming a sort of tran- 
sept, was added during the latest period of Gothic, and has a rich £Ekn 
vaulting, all the other roofs of the Church being timber. I gave 
a notice of this Church in the second volume of the ' Archaeolo- 
gical Journal,' but at the time I wrote it, I had not remarked some 
earlier features which appear in the south aisle, in the shape of 
labels of arches, with their corbels or brackets, and the capitals of 
the piers. These lead me to suspect that the face of the arcade 
now looking to the south aisle, originally faced the nave of an 
older building, the north aisle of which would faU into the area 
of the present nave; — ^for a greater amount of ornament would 
naturally be introduced in the side facing the central passage, than in 
that towards the aisle ; that is, if any difference between the two was 
made. At any rate, a part of the present structure, however small, 
may be referred to the thirteenth century. 

J. L. Pbtit. 

OLD MONUMENT. 

I have already descended far later than my usual limits in order 
that I might trace the History of Tong down to the extinction of 
the male line of Pembruge and the foundation of the Collegiate 
Church by the Widow of the last of that House. 

Many temptations there are to descend yet later, — a brilliant 
succession of Knights and Nobles who continued to inherit or 

^ Lichfield Registers. 
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possess the Lordship^ a Church well known in the present day as a 
model of its class, also a series of Monuments such as can be found 
in few edifices of equal scale and pretension.^^ 

To one of these Monuments, the oldest and perhaps the fairest of 
the series, I will at least extend my remarks, associated as it is 
with the em to which I have already descended, and because some 
curiosity exists as to the persons whom it was intended to com- 
memorate. 

Sir William Dugdale, visiting Tong Church in September 1663, 
notices this Monument as follows ; — 

'' Towards the North side of the Church stands a faire Tombe of 
Alabaster whereon do lye the figures of a man in armour (partly 
male and partly plate armour) and of his wife on his right hand, 
and on her chin a Wimpler. Upon the Helm whereon the man 
resteth his head is this Crest (upon a Wreath) viz. a Turkish 
woman's head with a wreath about her temples ; her haire platted 
and hanging below her should^, with a tassel at the end of the 
platting. — 

" This iss ayde to be the monument of Sir Fowke Pembrugge 
Knight, sometime Lord of Tonge Castle.^'^^ 

This Tradition still exists, and, if it be true, the Monument comes 
fairly within our scope as the tomb of Sir Fulk Pembruge, the last 
of his line, who died in 1408-9, and of one of his wives. 

His Widow was within the next three years active in founding 
the Collegiate Structure which we now know as Tong Church. 



'"^ One of these Monuments is embel- 
lished by an omftment higher than archi- 
tecture or heraldry could supply — a verse 
(its epitaph) written by Shakespeare. I 
may hardly thus allude to it without 
giving it. It is as follows : — 

**Not Monumental Stone preserves our 

fame, 
Nor sky-aspiring Pyramids our name ; 
The Memory of him for whom this stands 
Shall outlive marble andDefacers' hands; 
When all to Time's consumption shall 

be given, 
Stanley, for whom this stands, shaU 

stand in Heaven.'* 

Sir William Dugdale, in his VuitaHon 
of Shropthire, says positively that this 
epitaph was written by Shakespeare. 
Probably however it was an early effort 

II. 



of the Poet*s geuiue; for Sir Thomas 
Stanley, to whose memory it was written, 
died in December 1576, when Shakespeare 
was not yet thirteen years of age. 

The opposite, or eastern, end of this 
tomb exhibits six verses which I c%nnot 
help thinking to have been in imitation 
of the former and by an inferior Poet. 
Possibly also they are in praise of Sir 
Edward Stanley (son of Sir Thomas), to 
whose memory the Monument is in part 
devoted, for they speak of one who " lyes 
here," that is, was buried beneath. Now 
Sir Thomas Stanley is said to have been 
buried, not at Tong, but at Walthamstow 
(Essex). — 

These verses are not worth transcribing. 

*^ Dngdal^i ViaUation of Shropshire 
at the fferaldi' Chlle^e; Church Notes, 
p. 18. 

33 
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A strong probability therefore arises that the earliest Monument 
in a Church of this Lady's building should be to the memory of 
herself and her deceased husband. 

Some opinions which I have taken as to the date of this Monu- 
ment, and which were grounded on its details of architecture and 
costume, are not very positive, but not inconsistent with the idea 
that it was Sir Fulk Pembruge's.^*^ 

Thus much for one view of the matter, and now for another. — 

Fulk Eytone, Armiger, a member of the family of Eyton on the 
Wildmoors, having apparently been serving in the French wars of 
Henry VPs time, directs by his Will that he shall " be intombed by 
his Godfather Sir Fouk de Pembrudge in our Lady Chappell of 
Tonge.''i« 

Now the person whose burial-place is thus indicated must neces- 
sarily be that Sir Fulk Pembruge who died in 1408-9 ; and as it is 
not very probable that the Lady-Chapel of Tong was in the North 
Transept of the Church ; ^*7 go it is, unlikely that Sir Fulk Pem- 
bruge was buried in that Transept. 

But as the relative position of '^The Lady-Chapel" was not 
invariable, we will strengthen this doubt still further. — 

I again quote Dugdale who continues his notice of this Monu- 
ment as follows ; — 

'' On the sides of this Tombe are divers Escocheons whereon 
Armes have been antiently depicted : but I suppose it was since the 
Yernons became Lords of Tonge Castle by marriage with the heire 
female of Pembrugge, for the painting is as followeth." 

Dugdale then gives, as beneath, the bearings of twelve shields, to 



'** Oniere is always some unoertainty in 
judging from these indieia^ 9,g, all Coun- 
ties cannot be supposed to have adyanoed 
in parallels -of Architectural fancy : some 
tombs were constructed during the lives 
of the persons whom they were intended 
eventuaUy to commemorate, others again 
were built long after their decease. So 
too as to the Armour and Dress of monu- 
mental Effigies; — an older fashion than 
the one in vogue might very possibly be 
adopted in some cases, for aged people 
cling to the customs of their earlier life, 
and would naturally, if directing the 
order of their future burial, give instruc- 
tions in accordance with such feelings. 



And in case of a monument erected to the 
memory of one long deceased, it is impos- 
sible to say what anachronisms of costume 
might not have been adopted. 

For these or some similar reasons, I 
suppose it comes to pass that those who 
should be most adequate to form an opi- 
nion as to the date of a given building or 
monument will seldom express a very 
definite one. 

'» Lansdowne MS. 860 A, fo. 870 b. 

1^7 Xhe Lady Chapel in large Churches 
was usually at the East, behind the High 
Altar. There is an exception at Ely, 
where it joins the North Eastern Angle 
of the North Transept. 
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which I add the names of those families to whom I conceive the 
said bearings to have belonged. 
I. Blank. 
IT. Party per pale ; — 

Dexter. — Barry of six (Pembruge), empaling, — A Lion 

Rampant (Ludlow). 
Sinister. — Blank}^ 
III. Barry of six (Pembruge), empaling Pretty (Vernon). 
IV. Arg Pretty Sa (Vernon) . 

V. Arg Pretty Sa (Vernon), empaling Barry of Six (Pembruge). 
VI. Arg Pretty Sa (Vernon). 

^* > Barry of six Or and Az (Pembruge). 

IX. Barry of six Or and Az (Pembruge), empaling — ^Az, a bend 

lozengy Or (Bermingham). 
X. Az a Bend lozengy Or (Bermingham). 

' V Barry of six Or and Az (Pembruge). 

These coats are not all which the tomb has or once had ; but 
some others, still to be recognized, are repetitions of Nos. vi and 
XI; others again are wholly defaced and were apparently so in 
Dugdale's time. 

Now, notwithstanding one or two difficulties in accounting for 
each of these insignia, it is clear on the whole that the tomb is 
that of a Vernon. If compared also with the annexed Pedigree 
it will further appear I think, that it is the tomb of Sir Bichard 
Vernon, Treasurer of Calais, who died in 1451, and of his wife 
Benedicta de Ludlow.^^* 

This Sir Richard Vernon was the first of his line who inherited 
the estates and arms of Pembruge, and who, on one occasion at 
least, bore the name of Pembruge also. If he were commonly 
called Sir Richard Pembruge (and we do not know to the contrary) 
then the Tradition about the Tomb instead of being disproved has 
only been explained and corrected. 



^^ This I take to be the significant 
coat of the series. It must be that of Sir 
Bichard Vernon, who died in 1451. The 
Pembruge Arms arc assigned to him as 
Heir of Pembruge. Empaled therewith 
are the Arms of his first, but perhaps not 
only, wife, Benedicta de Ludlow. He 



Arms were either not known or else were 
omitted. • 

1^ No one, 1 presume, will undertake 
to say that Sir Fulk Pembruge*s Widow 
emblazoning his tomb after his decease 
would add thereto the insignia of his ap- 
parent heirs, omitting her own arms (Lin- 



married, I presume, a second wife, whose ' gen) and those of his first wife (Trussel). 
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Before I leave this Tomb another curions drcamstanoe^ in 
probable connection therewith^ should be told. — 

A Tourist visiting Tong Church towards the close of the 
eighteenth Century^ after mentioning the Monuments, says that he 
"noticed one of Alabaster to the memory of a Vernon. The 
effigies/' he continues, " lie on an altar-tomb and had the remains 
of a garland of flowers (then nearly reduced to dust) round the 
neck and breast. The Sexton told me that on every Midsummer 
day (June 24), a new garland was put on and remained so until 
the following, when it was annually renewed. As tlus is a singular 
custom, I could not forbear noticing it, and wish to be informed 
what was the origin of it." ^"^ 

My Brother Antiquary's inquiring spirit is ere this at rest, and, 
though the custom which he describes is now disused, others may 
care to hear a suggestion as to its origin. — 

When Roger la Zouche, between the years 1227 and 1237, 
enfeoffed Henry de Hugford in lands at Tong (as before recited) 
the only acknowledgpient reserved was *' a Chaplet of Roses payable 
to the Grantor and his Heirs upon the Feast day of the Nativity 
of St. John Baptist (June 24), in case he or they should be at Tong ; 
if not, then to be put upon the Image of the Blessed Virgin in the 
Church of Tonge." 

We have seen this quit-rent to have been payable to Pulk de 
Pembruge (who died in 1296) among his other receipts in Tong 
Manor ; we now, as I think, see it either paid, or commemorated, 
six centuries later; no longer indeed appended to the Image of the 
Virgin, which was of course removed in the sixteenth Century, but 
placed instead on the earliest Monument of the Manorial Lords 
which the Church happened. to contain. 

Thb Windows of the Collegiate Church of Tong were formerly 
embellished with armorial insignia. These deserve notice, some of 
them as illustrating the ascertained history and alliances of the 
houses of Pembrtige and Vernon, others as suggesting further 
genealogical truths. 

Dugdale, in 1663, observed the following shields in the South 
Windows of the Chancel. — 

I. Barry of six Or and Az (Pembruge); empaling Barry of six 
Or and Az, on a bend Gu, three Roses Arg (Lingen). 

»7« Genileman's Magazine^ vol. 70, p. 934. 
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II. Pembruge. 
III. Lingen. 
iv. 6u^ a Lion rampant Or (Fitz-Alan). 

V. Arg Pretty Sa (Vernon). 

VI. Arg Fretty Sa, a Canton Gu (Vernon). 

VII. Az two Pipes between nine cross-crosslets Or (Pype). 
VI n. Az a Bend Arg cotized between six Martlets Or (De la Bere). 

In the tf orth Windows of the Chancel. — 

I. Arg Fretty Gu, with a bezant on each joint of the frette 
(Trussel); — empaling, — Or, a Lion rampant Sa (Ludlow) . 

II. Ludlow, empaling Lingen. 

III. Ludlow, empaling, — Arg Fretty Sa, a Canton Gu (Vernon). 

IV. Lingen. 

V. Pembruge. 

VI. Pembruge empaling Lingen. 

VII. Arg Fretty Sa, a Canton Gu (Vernon) empaling — {blank). 
VIII. Az a Bend Arg cotized, between six Martlets Or, empaling, 
— Gu a Lion rampant Or.^^ 

Some Church Notes taken about a.d. 1699, show that many of 
the above Coats were then remaining,^^^ Thus we have, — 1, Pem- 
bruge ; 2, Lingen ; 8, Pembruge empaling Lingen ; 4, Pembruge 
empaling Bermingham; 5, Pembruge empaling Trussell; 6, De 
la Bere empaling Ludlow ; 7, Vernon empaling Pype : — . 
and also these — 

I. Arg Fretty Sa (Vernon) empaling, — Or a Lion rampant Sa 

(Ludlow). 
II . Arg Fretty Sa, a Canton Gu (Vernon) , — empaling — (Ludlow) . 

III. Ludlow, empaliug, Arg Fretty Sa, a Canton Gu (Vernon). 

IV. A Lion rampant double-queued,'^^ — empaling (Lingen). 

V. Arg on a Bend Sa, three Harvest-flies of the first. 



V^ Some Church Notes taken by Fran- 
cis Sandford, Bouge Dragon, in 1660, 
make it probable that the coat here 
empaled was — " Or, a Lion rampant Sa" 
Ludlow). 



^ Harl. MS. 5848, fo. 44 b ; Church 
Notes by J. Johnson. 

173 "Arg, a Lion rampant double-queued 
0u,'* is a coat of Montfort. 
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TABLE* OP TWO DETACHMENTS OF THE 



Domesday 
Name. 



ChenbiitOTie 

Gosteford. . . 
Hnchefor. . . 
Iteahale 



• • • 



Borertone 
Celmeres • 
Cleberie . 
Eldone . . 
Newentone 
Sudberie . 



Saxon Owner. 
' T.R.E. 



Alurio . 
Elmer . 
Uluain . 
Edmer . 
Turgot . 
Goduin. 
Morcar Comes 



A2or 

Eduin Comes . 
Seuuard . . . 
Edrio • . . . 

Ajsor 

Wiga .... 



Domesday 
Tenant in Capite. 



Bogeritis Comes . 



Idem . 
Idem . 



. • Idem .... 



. . . Idem .... 
. . . Idem .... 
Bogerius de Laci . 
BogeriuB Comes . . 
. . . Idem .... 
. . . Idem .... 



Domesday 
Mesne, or next, Tenant. 



Botbert Fitz Tetbald 

Badulf de Mortemer 
Roger de Laci . . . 
Botbert Fits Tetbald 



Domesday 
Sab-Tenant 



Badulf de Mortemer . . 

.... Idem 

Uluuard 

Badulf de Mortemer . . 
.... Idem ..... 
.... Idem 



FIBST 




SECOND 
Helgot .... 



Boger .... 



TABLE OF PART OF THE DOMESDAY 



Alvidelege . 

Bubintone . 

Claverlege • 

Kordlege . . 

Wrfeld , . . 



Hala 



Algar Comes . 

Wifare .... 

Algar Comes . 
• . Idem . . . 



Idem 



■ ■{ 



Bogerius Comes . . 
Bobertus deStatford 



Bogerius Comes 
. . . Idem . . 



Hugo de Hontgu- 
meri 



Helgot 



1 



PART OF THE DOMESDAY 



Oluuin .... 



Bogerius Comes . . 



Boger Venator (of part) 



^ 



TABLE OF A DETACHMENT OF THE DOMESDAY 



Quatone • . . 
Bameslege . . 

I^igg® • • • j 
Sciplei .... 



Outi 



Achi 

Edric, de Co- 
mite Leurico 
Alsi 



Bogerius Comes . . 
. . . Idem .... 
. . . Idem .... 
. . . Idem .... 



Outi 

Walter 

Badulf (de Mortemer) 
.... Idem .... 



* For an explanation of the plan on which this and similar Tables are constructed, see 
Vol. I., pp. 20, 21. 
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Domesday 
Feature!. 



DETACHMENT. 



SllTft .•* 



Molendinum. Sa^a . . 
Silya 



Domesday 
Hidage. 



pKTACHMENT. 



Molcndinum 



3 hides 

1 hide 
3 hides 
7i hides 

14 1 hides 



i hide 

6 hides 

2i hides 

2 hides 

i hide 

1 hide 

Hi hides 



Domesday 
Beference. 



Modern 
Hundred. 



fo. 256, h. 2 

257, a. 1 
256, b. 1 
256, b. 2 



Brimstree 



Ibidem 
Ibidem 
Ibidem 



Modem 
Name. 



257, a. 1 
Ibidem 
fo. 260, b. 1 

257, a. 1 
Ibidem 
Ibidem 



Stottesden 
Ibidem . . 
Ibidem . , 
Ibidem . , 
Ibidem . . 
Ibidem . , 



Eemberton. 

Cosford. 
Higford. 
ShiflhaU. 



Burwarton. 
Chelmarsh. 
Cleobury Korth. 
Eudon Gborge. 
Neenton. 
Sidbury. 



:30UNTY* OF STAFFORDSHIRE. 



( Presbiter \ 

(.Pratum. Silra. . . / 

Silva pastilis 

C Molendinmn. Pra- ") 
(, tum. Silva . < . j 
Molendinum. Silra . . 

rPresbiter "jf 

} 3 molendina. Piscaria > 
(.Pratmn. Silya. . . j 



1 


hide 


6 


hides 


20 


hides 


2 


hides 


30 


hides 



fo. 248, a. 1 

249, a. 2 f 

248, a.1 
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* Only one of these Manors (Bobbington) has its Staffordshire Handred assigned in JOomegday. 
That Hundred is Sai»done, in which abo will have been situated Alveley, Glaverley, Norley and 
Worfield. But their Hundred is not expressed and possibly their HiUus was extra-htndredcU, 
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SHROPSHIRE MANORS AND DISTRICTS, 

ALREADY ISOLATED IN DOMBSDAT, OR SUBSEQUENTLY DETACHED 

FROM OTHER COUNTIES. 

Having now completed our Survey of the ancient Hundred of 
Alnodestreu, we proceed to classify those various detachments of 
other Counties and Hundreds which, at the time of Domesday, lay 
intermixed with, or adjacent to, the Manors of Alnodestreu, or else 
have been since annexed to those Hundreds (Brimstree and 
Stottesden) which mainly represent Alnodestreu. 

The foregoing Table presents this series in a succinct form, and, 
when compared with the Map already given, will indicate the pro- 
posed plan of our fiirther investigations. 

It is not however my intention to give any detailed account 
of Hales Owen. That Manor is no longer a part of Shropshire, 
and its anomalous position has already procured for it the notice 
of the Historian of its proper County, Worcestershire.^ Its 
former connection with Shropshire demands however this passing 
mention, and I insert its name in the annexed Table not merely for 
the sake of completeness, but because it will serve to illustrate 
some remarks which I have to offer with respect to these eccentric 
divisions of territory,* — their causes, meaning, and objects. 

Dugdale, speaking of a part of Worcestershire^ which in his time 
was isolated in Warwickshire, says as follows ; ^ — 

'^ Before I go farther, it will not be amisse to give some probable 
reason (for apparent proof I have none) why this, and such parcells 
so encompassed (as is frequently seen) became thus severed from 
the Counties wherein they lye ; which, in short, I conceive to be 
no more than this ; viz. that they being originally (I mean before 
the division of Counties was absolutely made and settled) belonging 
to some great person, whose residence was far distant ; and in the 
old assessments rated there, continued afterwards so taxt; and 
for that respect have been, and are still reputed part of those 
Shires. And that this was the first ground thereof, will be evident 
enough from the instances that might be given therein, through 
sundry parts of this Realm, as in this particular here before us ; " 
Dugdale then proceeds to show how certain Worcestershire Manors, 
surrounded in his time by Warwickshire, had anciently belonged 
to the Church of Worcester, or to the Monastery of Pershore, and 

* Nash, vol. i, pp. 508, 535. ' HUtory of Warwickshire (Thomases 



* Supra, Vol I, p. 17. 



Edition), tqL t, p. 628. 
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how they had continued to be parts of Worcestershire, notwith- 
standing all subsequent territorial arrangements. 

Mr. Blakeway, commenting upon and assenting to this doctrine 
of Dugdale's, quotes a passage of Ordericus to show how it was ^' in 
the power of any great man to throw his estates into whatever 
district he pleased.'** — 

The transfer, thus alluded to by Mr. Blakeway, belongs to the 
provincial history of Normandy, early in the eleventh century, and 
only exhibits instances where certain Nobles submitted their terri- 
tories to a specific and comparatively distant Episcopal supervision, 
not to any secular jurisdiction.^ Their object was clearly to escape 
all imperative control whatever. Nevertheless the case is well cited 
by Mr. Blakeway ; for an analogy of motives is observable in all 
such transfers whether ecclesiastical or temporal. 

We may now consult the annexed Table to see how far these 
observations of Dugdale and Blakeway bear upon our own immediate 
subject. — 

It will be observed that four names are prominently connected 
with the Domesday Manors therein enumerated. They are Earl 
Roger,' Ralph de Mortimer, Roger de Lacy, and Robert Fitz Tetbald. 

Now each of these was '^ a great man,'' and doubtless the peculiar 
status which then or afterwards was obtained for their respective 
Manors had its object. They either had in view the concentration 
of their own jurisdictions, or else an escape from all superior or 
coordinate interference. 

Thus I presume that Mortimer, Lacy, and Fitz Tetbald procured 
their Manors to be registered in the Domesday Plundred of 
Baschurch ; not because they themselves had any other and para- 
mount interest in that Hundred, but to escape being classified with 
those ordinary Tenants of Earl Roger, who owed suit and service to 
Alnodestreu. Thus too Roger de Lacy, being Tenant in capiie, 
and not Earl Roger's Tenant at Cleobury-North, will have had a still 
stronger motive for keeping that Manor in an isolated condition. 

These, however, are instances where boundaries of Hundreds 
only were affected. As regards the limits of Counties the cases 
under notice present a totally distinct feature. Four Manors in 
Staffordshire and one in Worcestershire, which had been originally 
in those Counties, and which Earl Roger and Hugh his Son held 
almost wholly in demesne, retained at Domesday their ancient status. 

9 

* Stottesdon Parochial History, Tit I * Idber, iii, p. 464, A, B. 
Farloto. I l 

II. . 34 
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The obvious oonvenience of attaching them to Shropshire was not 
yet recognized. It came however to be seen, and probably soon 
after Domesday. The change then, in this instance, was not based 
upon prescription or the authority of Domesday , but was brought 
about afterwards ; its object being evidently to give int^rity to the 
Palatine Earldom of Shropshire. 

The last and most curious case is that of the four Domesday 
Manors which, being locally in Staffordshire at that period, are yet 
exhibited in Warwickshire. These were not held by Earl Roger in 
demesne, but by his Tenants, one of whom I identify with Balph 
de Mortimer. 

It is again clear that the said Tenants were interested in dis- 
uniting these Manors, not only from the Manors of Earl Roger's 
demesne, wherewith they were intermixed, but also from the yet 
more alien Staffordshire Hundred of Saisdone : they therefore 
procured them to be recognized as in Warwickshire. A combina- 
tion with any nearer jurisdiction or district would have been to the 
disadvantage of these Manors. They would in fact have constituted 
an hundredal minority. Summarily then there were cases where 
the isolation of a Manor added to its importance ; there were also 
cases, where a Manor, already isolated, might profit by being 
annexed to some distant jiurisdiction where its Lord was already 
paramount. 



Cosforti. 



The etymology of this name is more traceable in the older ways 
of spelling it than in that which is now qurrent. — GopfCej- Fopb 
(Gorstes-ford) or " The ford of gorse '' is a term relevant both to the 
shallow stream, which flows hereby, and to the nature of the soil, 
which in this quarter is favourable to the shrub thus indicated. 

Domesday says that '' Radulfus (de Mortemer) holds Costeford (of 
Earl Roger) . Turgot held it (in time of King Edward) and was a 
free man. Here is one hide geldable. There is (arable) land suf- 
ficient for III ox-teams. In demesne there is one (such team). In 
time of King Edward it was worth xls, (per annum) ; afterwards it 
was waste; now it is worth ys'^ (per annum) .^ 

This small Manor introduces to our notice one of the greatest 
names which occur in the Shropshire Domesday, The connection 
of Mortimer with Cosford was however very transient, and we must 

' Ihmesda^y fo. 257 a, 1. 
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postpone our account of that extraordinary race till we reach some 
locality more associated with its fortunes. A probable reason 
should meanwhile be given why this and some other Manors, held 
by Mortimer at Domesday , appear at no subsequent period in the 
hands of his Successors. — 

I have abeady suggested (under Ryton) how an outlying Manor 
might be a mere incumbrance to a great Fief, and so be surrendered 
by its Tenant as a matter of policy. I have further imagined that 
some involuntary loss may have befallen those who shared in the 
rebellion of 1088. Either consideration will apply to Ralph de Mor- 
timer's tenure of Cosford ; for it was isolated from all his other 
possessions, and he shared prominently in that rebellion. In short, 
the very name of Mortimer implies turbulent restlessness and never, 
sated ambition, alternate honour and disgrace, the greatest ascend- 
ancy succeeded by the most utter ruin. 

Besides this case of Cosford, I shall hereafter notice other early 
dismemberments of Mortimer's Fief, and one which must have 
happened within thirteen years of Domesday, — that is before the 
death of Earl Hugh de Montgomery in 1098. 

Cosford, after its^separation from the Fief of Mortimer, seems to 
have been annexed to that Tenure in ccynte which the Pichfords 
enjoyed in the neighbouring Manor of Albrighton. 

Richard de Pichford, before the year 1176 (when he was de- 
ceased), granted to Buildwas Abbey " all the service of Richard 
Crasset, of the land of Cospelford.'' 

Such is the Record of a Charter of King Richard I, dated at 
Winchester, October 22, 1189.' But another Charter of the same 
King, dated in the first instance on October 20, 1189, and after- 
wards renewed at Roche- Andely on October 24, 1198, speaks of 
the same or other land acquired by the Monks at Cosford in 
a different way. This Charter confirms them in possession of ''the 
land of Cospelford which they had in exchange by gift of William 
Crasset." » 

Of William Crasset, thus ascertained to have had an interest in 
Cosford, we meet with other mention, A deed dated in 1176, and 
which is a grant of William son of John Bagoth (of Blymhill) to 
Buildwas, is attested by William Crasset.^ So also is the somewhat 

had been lost. Its impTession was thero- 



' MonatHetm, ▼, 869 ; xyi. 

> Blakeway's MSS., from W. Mytton's 
€?ollections. 'King Richard thus renewed 
many of his Charters. The reason was, 
that, during hisoaptivity, the Qreat Seal 



fore no longer a Ghiarantee of a genuine 
Document. 

^ This Deed which, though it ooncema 
land in another County, must again.be 
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later Charter of Walter de Hemes to the same Abbey, which I have 
quoted under Hatton. 

Again^ we have seen Henry Crasset standing last witness, about 
1248, to Robert TraynePs grant of Hatton to Buildwas, and finally 
we have William Crasset in 1272, suing the Abbot of Buildwas 
for his Manor of Hatton, which appears at that time to have 
comprehended two Townships, one called Hatton Traynel, the 
other Hatton Crasset.^ 

Thus from the time of Turgod the Saxon, who held, as I have 
already concluded, both Cosford and Hatton before the Conquest, 
two Centuries had elapsed; — two centuries during which nearly 
every notice of one Manor is either directly or indirectly associated 
with the other. Now at length both belonged to Buildwas 
Abbey, whose specific interests in Cospeforde were thus estimated 
in 1291, viz. two carucates o£ land worth annually (at \Qs. each 
carucate) £\. Oa. Od.— 

Annual profits of Stock £6. 49. 6d. — 

Two Mills annually worth £1. Os. Od.^ 

In 1341, as we have seen under Albrighton, the Abbot of 
Buildwas is said to hold three carucates in Albrighton Parish. 
I know however of nothing which he had therein except Cosford ; 
but these estimates are very often thus irreconcilable, and can be 
taken to prove little more than that the returns and assessments 
of that period were either made very carelessly or very dishonestly. 

In 1535-6, Stephen, last Abbot of Buildwas declared his Rents 
derived firom " Goflford " to be £3. per annum^ from Abrighton 
2*. 4rf., whilst he paid the Prior of Wenlock 12*. per annum for 
Common near Oofibrde, and 10*. to the Vicar of Albrighton for ad- 
ministering the Sacraments in Gofforde.^ 

The Ministers^ - Accounts, a year later, give £3. as the ferm of 
Gosforde Grange, and 4d. as the ground-rent of a MiU there.® 



quoted by me, is as follows : — *' I, William, 
son of John Bagoth, have oonceded to the 
Abbot tmd Convent of Boldewas the whole 
Gonyention which was made between them 
and mj Father about the land which is 
beyond the BiTulet, from the boundaries 
of Westune to the boundaries of Broctune. 
And to obserre all these things firmly for 
the (specified) term we have made affidaTit 
in the County Court at Staffort, yiz. I, my 
Mother, and my Brothers, Boger, John, 
and Thomas. And of all these things are 



witnesses Herrey de Stratton, Sheriff (he 
.was Sheriff of Staffordshire from 1166 to 
1184), Geoffrey Salvage, Adam de Wrotes- 
leg, Nicholas de Mutton, Balph le Belcher, 
Alan de Bildewas, William Crasset. This 
last Convention was made in the year from 
the Lord's Incarnation 1176.'* (Blakeway 
MSS. from Mytton's Collections.) 

* Supra, page 173. 

« Pope Nicholas' Taxation^ p. 260. 
7 Valor EccUHasticus, iii, 191, 192. 

* Monasticon, v, 361, No. xxv. 
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Domesday notices this place as follows^ — 

'' Botbert son of Tetbald holds Iteshale of Earl Roger. Earl 
Morcar held it. Here are 7^ hides geldable. In demesne are 
IX ox-teams ; and (there are) xxyi Sei^^ and xxxyii villains^ and 
III boors^ and iii radmans, with xxvii ox-teams. Here is a wood 
which will fatten thif^e hundred swine. In time of King Edward 
(the Manor) was worth £15. (per annum) ; afterwards it was worth 
6*. Now it pays £15.'' » 

It is not always that Domesday records the value of a Manor at 
the period of its transfer from a Saxon to a Norman Lord. In the 
case before us we have however a statement on the point; and 
most significant that statement is. — 

Iteshale^ once an estate of Morcar Earl of Mercia^ and ordinarily 
a Manor of £15. annual value^ was worth no more than 6s. per 
annum, at the said period of transfer. 

The rebellion and fate of Earl Morcar in 1071^ have already 
been alluded to. We have here another feature of the same 
tragedy^ viz. the almost utter desolation which visited his lands 
and dependants. 

To this^ then recent^ state of disorganization^ I must attribute 
the silence of Domesday as to a Collegiate Church which doubtless 
had existed here in Saxon times/ and which will have been 
re-estabUshed by the Norman Lord very soon after the period of 
that Survey. 



^ It is probable that the names Idsall 
and Shiffhal originally represented two 
districts lying respeotively West and East 
of the small stream which divides the 
Town. Each howerer has, in its turn, 
served to describe the whole place. The 
name Schnffenhale, as that of the vill^ 
first occurs to me in a deed of 1320 ; but 
deeds of that and four following centuries 
speak of the ''Lordship, Manor, Fee, and 
Church of Idsall," sometimes adding 
"a/tof Shiffhall,** sometimes not. Now, 



recognized by common usage. 

I take both to be Saxon words : — ^Ibej*- 
heal is the Hall of Ide, Sceapan-heal the 
HallofSceafa. 

* Dometday, fo. 256 b, 2. 

* Vide HUtortf of ShrevM^mnf^ ii, p. 14^ 
note 1, where my idea that this Church 
was originally Saxon seems to be coun- 
tenanced. 

The statement that, (in the same note) 
" traces of the interest lOf Shrewsbury 
Abbey are wanting in regard to Idsall 



at length, the latter name is the only one { Church," is howerer premature. 

II. 84 § 
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We must now speak of Robert Fitz Tetbald^ who receiving this 
dilapidated Manor and Chorch from Earl Roger, seems to have 
restored both. 

He had in 1085 three other Shropshire Manors, vis. Kemberton, 
Woodcote, and one whose extent was very small, and whose name 
is unrecorded. 

He is mentioned in authentic documents not only as a witness 
to part of Earl Roger's endowment of Shrewsbury Abbey, but 
the Earl himself names him as one of his Coadjutors in that pious 
work. ^* Robert son of Theobald,^' says the Earl, " gave them 
(the Monks) the Church of Iteshale with the tithes of the same 

This grant seems to have been increased, or more fuUy specified, 
during the time of Earl Hugh or Earl Robert, who are said to 
have confirmed the grant which '* Robert Fits Thetbalt, Vicecomes, 
made of the tithe of Cambriston (Kemberton), and the Church 
of Ithessal with all things pertaining thereto, and with the tithe of 
the same Manor, viz. in monies, and in animals, and in crops.^' * 

Rothbert Vicecames, or Robert Fitz Theobald next appears, both 
as a witness of the genuine, and an alleged witness of the more 
suspected Charters of Earl Hugh to Shrewsbury Abbey. There is, 
I think, no probability that his jurisdiction as Vicecames was in 
Shropshire. — Of that however presently. 

He does not appear to have been involved in the fall of Earl 
Robert de Belesme, for Richard Bishop of London (consecrated 
July 1108) is said to have attested a grant, whereby Robert 
Viceoomes, son of Tedbald, not only repeated his donations to 
Shrewsbury, but directed that, as &st as the Clerks (that is 
Canons) who were then in possession of the Church of Ithesal 
should die off, the Church should come into the demesne of 
St. Peter.« 

Thus far of Robert Fitz Tetbald, as connected with Shropshire. 
I must now speak of him in a much more important relation, 
hitherto unnoticed by local Historians. 

The Domesday Survey of Sussex presents Robert Fitz Tetbald 



* Salop Chartokry, No. 2. 
^ Salop Chartulaiy, Ko. 35. 

* MoiKuticon^ iii, 618. ''Et quia 
«mdem ecclesiam tunc clerici habebant, 
preoepit iadem Sobertus, ut cum illi 
morerentur, eoclesia in dominio Sancti 
Petri yeniret.** Thie was an exact imi- 



tation of EarlBoger^s dealing with regard 
to Morrille. The Normans first restored 
the Saxon Collegiate Churches, and then 
disposed of them in such a way as that 
they should erentually lose their Collegiate 
character. 
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as holding under Earl Roger two burgages (hagas) at Arundel, 
and being entitled to levy his own tolls on strangers. The same 
Robert Fitz Tetbald is described as holding the large Sussex 
Manor of Treverde (Trayford) under the Earl.^ The same person, 
easily recognized under his Christian name Robertus, further 
appears as Tenant of more than thirty Manors in the Honour of 
Arundel. 

Being thus by far the greatest FeoflFee in Roger de Montgomery's 
Earldom of Arundel and Chichester, it was doubtless in this 
relation, that Robert Fitz Tetbald acquired his title of Vicecomes, 
though his Shrievalty is nowhere noticed in Domesday, and 
perhaps had not then commenced. 

It will answer a present as well as a future purpose, if I give 
a summary of Robert Fitz Tetbald's Sussex Fief. — It included 
Peteorde (Petworth), Cochinges (Cocking), Heriedeham (Hardham), 
and a number of Manors which constituted that integral portion 
of the Earldom of Arundel known afterwards as the Honour of 
Petworth. It also included Poleberge (Pulborough) and Garinges 
(Gtoring).® 

I have already cited evidence to show that Robert Fitz Tetbald 
did not share the fall of Earl Robert de Belesme in 1102. His 
Fief both in Sussex and Shropshire will accordingly have been held 
after that event imder King Henry I. It is however clear that 
during that Monarch's life the whole lapsed to the Crown, but 
whether by surrender, forfeiture, or failure of heirs, I cannot 
determine. 

The Honours of both Earl and Vicomte were thus at the 
redisposal of King Henry. The estates of Robert Fitz Tetbald do 
not however appear to have been granted to any Subject during 
that Monarch's reign ; for the Feodary of the Honour of Arundel 
(which I have already determined to belong to the period between 
1130 and 1135) enumerates the following Tenures and Fees 
without naming any Tenant. " Pettewrtha — 22^ fees, Garinges — 
1 1 fees, Poleberga — 3 fees, and Trieferda — 1 fee." • 

Thus at the close of Henry I's reign, was the Fief of Robert 
Fitz Tetbald in the King's hand. I shall hereafter have to trace 
its subsequent history in connection with Shropshire names and 
estates. 

At the time I speak of (1130-5), another large portion of the 

7 Domeadmfy fo. 23a^ 1. I ' Liber Niffer, i, 64^ 65. 

^ Domesday, fo. 28-26. I 
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Earldom of Arandel^ estimated at eight Enights'-Fees^ had been 
placed at the disposal of the King. This he had granted to Alan 
de Diinstanvill^ who was then holding the same. He had also^ if I 
mistake not, granted to the same Alan the Shropshire Manor of 
IdsaU. 

And here, in attempting to declare who this Alan de Dunstan- 
vill was, I must undertake the history of a great Feudal Barony, 
the early part of which was left unexplored by Dugdale, and has 
only been misrepresented by others. 



BARONY OF DUNSTANVILL. 

In the Wiltshire Domesday, one Humphrey de Lisle (Humfridus 
de Insula) is recorded as holding of the King a Fief of not less than 
twenty-seven Manors. Of these it will suffice for our present 
purpose to name the following, viz. Broctone, Contone, Sterte, 
Cimibrewelle, Wili, Coleme, Poltone, Bedestone, Come, and 
"Wintrebume.^® 

Of this Humphrey de Lisle, I can say no more than that 
in January 1091, he was in attendance at Hastings on King 
William II, then about to embark for Normandy .^^ 

He appears to have left a daughter and sole heiress, variously 
called Adelina de Insula, and Adeliza de Dunstanville, for it was 
the custom of great heiresses to retain their paternal names after 
marriage. 

The husband of Adelina de Insula was Reginald de Dunstanville, 
whose marriage of so wealthy an heiress bespeaks some Court- 
influence, but of whose origin I can form no conjecture. The 
name is associated with the liaisons of Royalty, but certain it is 
that this Reginald was deceased before his great namesake the 
illegitimate son of Henry I, and afterwards Earl of Cornwall, had 
passed the age of boyhood. 

This Reginald, under the name of Rainald de Dunestanesvill, 
gave to the Priory of Lewes the Church of Winterbume in 
Wiltshire with all that appertained thereto. ^^ Now as Winterbume 
was among the Domesday possessions of Humphrey de Lisle, so 
will the various confirmations which Lewes Priory had of this 
Church enable us to judge of his succession. 



w Domesday, foe. 70, b 2, uid 71, a 1. 

" MonartiooHy yiii, 1294 ; iL 

'3 MonatUcon, y, 14^ No. vi. A pen- 



sion from the Church of Wjnterborne 
Basset (Wilts) was payable to Lewee 
Priory at the Dissolution. 
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Adelina de Insula^ wife of Reginald de Dunstanvill survived 
him. In her widowhood and yet previous to the year 1124^ she 
granted to Tewkesbury Abbey the land of Poltone for the soul of 
the said Reginald her husband.^^ She appears also on the Wilt- 
shire Pipe-Roll of 1130^ under the name of Adeliza de Dunestanvill 
as Surety for one who owed ten merks to the Crown.^* She 
further seems, by a document which I shall quote presently, to 
have made some grant or confirmation of Winterboume Church to 
Lewes Priory. 

In 1130, there was one Reginald de Dunstanvill who had a very 
lai^e property in Wiltshire, whose Sister Gundred had also lands 
there, and who both seem to have been high in Royal favour.^^ If 
this Reginald was in the succession of Humphrey de Lisle, I can 
Bay nothing further of him. If, as, notwithstanding some evidence 
to the contrary, I must believe, he was identical with Reginald 
Eitz Roy, then I have no present concern with him. 

In the succession of Adeliza de Dunstanvill came one Walter 
de Pinkney. Whether he were her heir (the son of a former 
husband), or whether his claims superseded those of others in 
consequence of his siding with the dominant political party of his 
day, I can hardly determine. The following evidences are all I 
have to ofifer on the point. — 

In or about the year 1145, this Walter, having been left by 
Stephen as Governor of the garrison of Malmesbury, was dis- 
tinguished for his fidelity to the Usurper, and his readiness in 



^ JfofuuHeon^ ii, pp. 66, 86. Polton, 
near Marlborough (Wilts), continued to 
belong to Tewkesbury till the Dissolution. 
It was a Domesday Manor of Humphrey 
de Insula. Adelina*s grant thereof was 
oonfirmed by Henry I, apparently when 
at East-Bourne (Sussex), and certainly 
before 1124. 

" Bat, Pip. 31 Hen. I, p. 21. 

u He is excused £7. 1«. of the Danegeld 
assessed on Wiltshire. His liability to 
such a sum indicates a large property. 
Seyeral Hundreds in the same County 
were also under amercement, for murders 
committed within their limits; — but a 
sum of 4/0$, chargeable on B^ginald, and 
one of 24f. chargeable on his Sister hun- 
dred, in that respect, had been excused 
by Boyal favour. Similarly 24«. of the 

II. 



Danegeld assessed on the County of 
Surrey had been excused to Reginald 
de Bunestanvill (Sot Pip, 81 Hen. I, 
pp. 22, 61). The doubt about this Regi- 
nald being Reginald Fits Roy arises thus : 
— William of Jumieges, writing apparently 
between the years 1135 and 1140, speaks 
of Reginald Fitz Roy as '* adhuc juyenis 
et sine casamento** (still a youth and 
without territorial provision). Never- 
theless Reginald Fitz Roy was fighting 
for the cause of the Empress, in Coutanoe, 
in 1138 ; and there are other reasons for 
thinking that Henry Ts illegitimate chil- 
dren were all bom at an earUer period than 
the Monk of Jumieges* account woidd 
imply (Vide, — WiUelmus OemmeHeentis, 
p. 306; and Orderioua^ p. 915; — ^inter 
Normannorwn Scriptorei). 

35 
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the field. Falling however into the hands of William Peverel de 
Dover, an equally eealous supporter of Matilda, he was given up 
to the latter. Neither persuasions nor threats would induce the 
captive to cooperate in a scheme which the Empress entertained of 
obtaining possession of Malmesbmy-Castle through his agency. 
He would not and could not further her deisign, for Stephen, 
hearing of his captivity, came to Malmesbury himself and took 
measures for its future defence. The Empress, cruel in her dis- 
appointment, consigned Walter de Pinkney to chains and a 
dungeon. ^^ 

It must have been two years afterwards, that Walter de Pinkney 
(Pinchenei) escaping firom prison flew again to arms. Backed by 
the assistance of Soger Earl of Hereford and an efficient band of 
soldiers, he got possession of Christ-Church (Hants), a Castle then 
garrisoned for the Empress. His conduct was now marked by 
violent extortion, sacrilege, and the most wanton cruelties. A 
combination of the Citizens of Christ-Church and the neighbouring 
tenantry resolved to put an end to his barbarities. Passing, as 
it seems, firom the Castle to the Church, he and his suit were 
waylaid by the conspirators, who in the first instance addressed 
him as suppliants deprecating his extortionate conduct. The 
answer they received was a defiant look, and a threat of yet 
harsher treatment. The look and the threat were the last; — ^in 
another moment Walter de Pinkney fell lifeless under the stroke 
of a battle-axe, his followers were put to the sword, and the Castle 
of Christ-Church surrendered to the Conspirators.^^ 

This Walter had in his life-time, and probably before his 
imprisonment, expedited a Charter to Lewes Priory of which the 
following IB a translation. 

To the Venerable Lord Prior of Lewes, 8cc., Walter de Pencheni, 
greeting. Know ye that I give ye, the Church of Wintrebxune, 
which my Mother ^^ (matema mea) Adeliza gave ye ; — I give it 
after the decease of the Clerk my kinsman (clerid, parentis mei) 
to whom I granted it, and as long as that Clerk shall live, he 
shall hold it of ye, and he shall pay ye every year, whilst the War 
shall last, 10^., and when God shall have given peace, he shall pay 
one merk of silver. But after his decease, ye shall have it wholly 



M-i' Qesta Regis Stephani, pp. Ill, 
112, 182, 133. 

^ In translating matema mea as if it 
were simply mater I follow the Rubricator 



of the Lewes Ghartulary, who thus heads 
the deed, — '< Carta Walteri de Pencheni 
de oonfirmacione ecdesie de Winterbome 
quam Adeliza mater sua dedit." 
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and freely (solidam et quietam), — Hugo de Cumbrevilla and his 
two Brothers Boger and Beinald de Insula being witnesses; — 
This (I do) that I may partake in all the benefits of your Church.^' 

With this curious and not uninstructive document^ I close my 
notice of Walter de Pinkney, and pass to those who were with less 
doubt the eventual heirs^ and^ as I think, the sons of Adeliza de 
Lisle and Reginald de Dunstanvill. 

These were the two Brothers Robert and Alan de Dunstanvill, 
the former of whom, dying in course of time without issue, left his 
estates to the children of his younger Brother. The latter, Alan, 
having in the first instance no paternal inheritance, seems to have 
obtained certain grants in Sussex and Shropshire, which I have 
already ascribed to the favour of Henry I. 

I will first speak of Robert de Dunstanvill, and endeavour to 
show by his attestation of various Charters how true he was to the 
cause of the Empress and her Son Henry. 

On July 25, 1141, it must be he, who as Robert Fitz Reginald 
witnessed that famous Charter whereby the Empress, grateful 
for a temporary success, created Milo de Gloucester Earl of 
Hereford.^ This Charter passed at Oxford, as did two others 
nearly contemporary, one to Geof&ey Earl of Essex, and one to 
St. Benet^s of Hulm (Norfolk) . The first of these is attested by 
Robert Fitz Reginald, the other by Robert Fitz Reg : probably the 
same person.*^ 

About the same time, but at Devizes (Wiltshire), and as Robert 
de Dunstanvill, he attests two Charters which the Empress ex- 
pedited in favour of Shrewsbury Abbey ,^^ Another Charter of the 
Empress dated at Devizes, and granting to the Monks of Radmore 
(Staffordshire) has the same attestation.^ 

In 1153, he attests a Charter which Henry, as yet only Duke 
of Normandy and Earl of Anjou, granted to Bristol Abbey : ^ 
but on that Prince's accession to the throne, he appears constantly 
at Court both in England and Normandy, at the siege of Brug 
also in 1155, and attesting charters which passed then and after- 
, wards to the Shropshire Houses of Shrewsbury and Haughmond, 
and to the Flintshire Abbey of Basingwerc. 

In 1156 (2 Hen. II), he stands exempted, by Writ Royal, from 



^ Lewes Chartulary (Cotton. Yeepas. 
F, xv), fol. 169 b. 
» Selden's TUles of Sonowr, p. 637. 
^^ DugdMs BaronagCy i, 201 ; Monat- 



tieon, iii, 87, No. xiiL 
» Salop Chartulary, Nos. 40, 50. 
^ Mofuuticonf r, 446, No. i 
" Ibidem, vi, 366 ; iii. 
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the qttota of Danegeld assessed upon him in Wiltshire^ Hampshire^ 
Dorsetshire and Surrey^ also from his share of the Danum of the 
last two Counties. 

In this same fiscal year^ he had had a grant firom the King 
of the Boyal Manor and Hundred of Heytesbury (Wiltshire)^ 
reputed to pay a blanch ferm of £40. per annum to the Exchequer.'^ 

The Sheriff of Wiltshire, till September 1167, annually deducted 
that sum from his own debts to the Crown, alleging Robert de 
Dunstanvill as the recipient thereof, in the usual form. 

But in September 1168, Robert de Duostannll bdng dead, his 
heir Walter de Dunstanvill is similarly entered as entiUed to the 
Manor .^ Of him however presently. — 

It should here be noted that Robert de Dunstanyill's interest in 
Surrey arose by purchase. He gave for Shalefeld (Shalford) and 
Aldeford 100 merks and ii greyhounds to Robert de Watevill, 
a great Feoffee in the Honour of Clare. Hence, in 1165, Robert 
de Dunstanvill is returned as holding i Enighf s-Fee in Surrey, 
of that Honour.*^ 

I must now speak of his works of piety. Being Ouardian I 
suppose of his Nephew Alan, he gave to Lewes Priory the Church 
of Bercham (Sussex), of the Fee of said Alan, a grant which the 
latter afterwards increased by giving an annual rent of 20*. He 
(Robert) also gave to the same Cluniac House the Chapel of 
Gretham.^ Lastly, he gave to the Priory of Farleigh (Wilts), a 
CeU of Lewes, the land of Cutiford, a grant which, after his death, 
was confirmed by his Nephews. 

He died, as 1 have said, about 1168, without issue; but before 
we proceed to his Successors, we should speak of Alan de Dun- 
stanvill his younger Brother, who died long before him. This 



* Sot Fip, 2, 3 & 4 Hen. II, pp. 67, 
78, 116. ** In terrifl dAtis.—£t Boberto 
deDunstanTilla,!], 11, bl, in Hehtredebiria 
oam hundredo." l 

Wlien the King granted away a 
Manor together with the Hundred, or 
with the issues of such Pleas within the 
Manor as were of the jurisdiction of the 
Hundred-Court, the land was said to be 
giyen " blanch " {blancct) ; and when, on 
the contrary, the King retained the Hw^ 
d/reddl jurisdiction, and simplj gave the 
land, it was said to be giTen *' by tale " 
{jMimero). These terms came into use 



because it was oorrently estimated that 
the yalues of a Manor with and without 
Hundredal Jurisdiction were as the values 
of blanch (». e. refined) money and com- 
mon money (». e, money counted by the 
piece, without reference to its purity). 
(See 8tapleton*s Sotuli Normanma^ 

i, XT). 

' Mot. Pip, patwim^ sub omm. 

V Liber Niger, i, 294. 

^ MoncuHeon, t, 14; iii; where the 
grant is confused with, but must be un- 
derstood as distinct from, another by 
Soger de Gaisneto. 
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Alan seems to have held 8 Enights'-Fees in the Honour of Arundel^ 
by favour of King Henry I, and before 1135. Though thereby 
questioning a high authority^ I hesitate not to say that he was 
also Lord of IdsaU, which he probably acquired by a similar 
patronage. 

In July 1141^ he attests at Oxford a Charter which the Empress 
granted to Haughmond Abbey^ his feUow-witnesses being several 
of them connected with Shropshire.^' 

He granted to Wombridge Priory half a ferdendel (or virgate) of 
land^ which Eilric held in Leies (afterwards Prior^s Lee)^ with aU 
the children of the said Eilric.^ Lee was then a member of 
Idsall^ of which Manor Alan de Dunstanvill is thus proved to 
have been Lord. This grants as well as a further one of nine 
acres in Leia^ passed before 1156^ and both were confirmed by a 
Bull of Pope Urban in 1187^ as the grants of Alan de Donstanvill.^^ 
Either in conjunction with his wife^ or for the weal of her soul^ this 
Alan granted to Lewes Priory the land of Netimbre (Newtimber, 
Co. Sussex)^ and this Charter was confirmed^ during the reign of 
Stephen^ by William de Albini Earl of Arundel^ of whose Honour 
the said land was held.^ 

I can say nothing more of this Alan de Dunstanvill than that in 
1156 he was deceased. He left two Sons at leasts — ^Walter and 
Alan^ the latter probably under age. He had also a daughter Alice^ 
who married Thomas Basset. 

Of Walter de Dunstanvill^ eldest son and heir of Alan, we have 
innumerable notices. He first occurs at Michaelmas 1156, as 
having been excused, by writ of Henry II, his quota of the Dane- 



» HarL MSS. 2188, fo. 123. The 
other witnesses are DaTid King of Soots, 
B (Bohert) Bishop of London, A (Alex* 
ander) Bishop of Linoohi, W (WiUiam 
"Sitz Qilhert) the Chancellor, B (Bichard) 
de Beknes Archdeacon, Bainald Earl of 
Cornwall, William Fits Alan and W (Wal- 
ter) his Brother. 

» • » Wombridge Chartnlary, Tit, Lega 
JMoriSf No. xiv, and Appendix, No. iiij. 
The former is a confirmation by Walter 
de Dunstanvill I, son and heir of 
Alan. 

® Lewes Chartnlary, fo. 126 dorso. 
This Confirmation purports to be that of 
William Earl of lAnooU^ but is addressed 



to his Barons and men of the Honour of 
Arundel. — 

The mistake of the transcriber is ob- 
yious. Dngdale, taking extracts from this 
Tery Chartulazy, as I think, writes the 
Ghrantor as William Earl of Arundel 
without note or comment (Ashmol. MSS. 
YoL 89, fo. 62). The witnesses of the 
Earl's Charter are Hugh, Prior oiNeuham^ 
Boger and Hermann Chaplains, Balph 
Fits Savaric (deceased 115^), Gboffrey de 
Tresgoz, Amaury de Bellafago, William 
de Dunstanvill and Walter his Brother, 
Peter Alan*s Dapifer, Harold Priest of 
Burcham and Bobert his Brother, and 
Helias Nephew of Balph Fits Savario. 
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geld assessed on the County of Sussex. The sum thus excused 
was £3. Again^ in 1158^ he is excused 14«. 6d.y his share of the 
donum of the same County. 

In 1156^ he had also been assessed £1. 6s. 3d. for the Danegeld 
of Shropshire, which debt, being left in arrear, was excused by the 
King in 1157. In 1158, the King further excused him a sum of 
16^., his proportion of the donum of Shropshire.^ 

In 1162, when the Danegeld was again levied, Walter de Dun- 
stanvill was assessed at and excused 27«. 6^. in Shropshire, and 
&Ss. in Sussex.8« 

In 1165, he is returned as holding one fee of old feoffment under 
Adam de Port, of Herefordshire.** I cannot identify this Fee. His 
Sussex Tenure of eight Fees in the Honour of Arundel was returned 
by the Earl under name of Alan de Dunstanvill (Walter's Father), 
— the Earl, as I have before explained, quoting a Feodary taken 
thirty years previously. Walter himself makes no return of his 
Shropshire Tenure in capite. 

In 1167, the Demesne of Walter Dunstanvill paid a fine of one 
merk, inflicted by Alan de Nevill, who had been holding Pleas of 
the Forest in Shropshire.*^ 

In 1168, it appears that having been assessed eight merks (on 
eight Ejughts'-Fees held of the Honour of Arundel) to the Jid for 
marriage of the King's daughter, he had refused to pay more than 
five merks, alleging that the other three merks were in excess of the 
just demand.^ In other words he asserted his tenure under the 
Earl of Arundel, to be by service of five, not eight Knights'-Fees. 
At or about this time, he became the heir of his Uncle Robert, 
succeeding thereby to Heytesbury, and other estates in Wiltshire, 
Surrey, and elsewhere. He is accordingly entered among the 
Wiltshire Grantees of the Crown as having the Manor and 
Hundred of Heytesbury, of £40, annual value. This entry con- 
tinues on the Wiltshire Pipe-Roll till Michaelmas 1170, indusive. 
It is then suspended altogether for two-and-a-half years, i. e. till 



» Sot. Pip. 2, 8 & 4 Hon. 11, pp. 61, 
182. 
w Ibidem, pp. 43, 89, 170. 

^ i2o<.iVp. 8 Hen.II, Salop and Sussex. 

» lAber Niger^ i, 151. , 

^ Mot, Pip, 18 Hen. II, Salop. 

n Madox Exchequer, 406, k ; LOier 
Ruber, io. xlix. These 8 merks were still 
in anear in 1170, and the debt subse- 



quently disappears firom the Bolls without 
any appearanoe of its erer haying been 
liquidated. — 

In fisMSt Dunstanvill gained his point ; 
for a Feodary of the Hononr of Arundel, 
drawn up in 1242, shows lus Grandson as 
holding, by service of five Xjiights'-Feee 
only,inBergham. {Te9tadeNefnU,i^^,23&, 
223). 
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March 1173. This break in an otherwise uniform account^ indicates 
I doubt not a contemporary forfeiture of Walter de Dunstanvill, 
but it begun rather earlier^ and ended rather sooner than would 
tally with any supposition that the disgraced Baron was associated 
with the Treason of Prince Henry or the Norman rebeUion of a 
somewhat later date. At Michaelmas 1173^ the Sheriff of Wilt- 
shire recognized his tenure of Heytesbury during the preceding 
half-year^ and accordingly deducts £20. blanch from his own liabi- 
lities at the Exchequer. In following years the usual entry allow- 
ing Walter de Dunstanvill's full tenure of Heytesbury^ is continued. 
At Michaelmas 1177^ the King having himself sat in judgment on 
those who were accused of trespassing on the Boyal Forests^ had 
amerced Walter de Dunstanvill in iElOO^ — an enormous sum^ and 
greatly in excess of other amercements inflicted on some principal 
persons ill Shropshire. Walter had already paid iE50 of this fine^ 
and before Michaelmas 1178^ he discharged the balance in two sums 
of ^0. and jE30^ paid to the Sheriffs of Shropshire and Wiltshire 
respectively.** 

Besides his possessions in England^ Walter de Dunstanvill had 
large estates in Normandy^ situated apparently in the Bailiwick of 
Dieppe and Arques. He seems to have mortgaged his land of 
Boumaisnil in that quarter^ to one Peter de Bures^ who^ having 
been Yicomte of Dieppe and Arques during the war (1173-4)^ was 
himself indebted to the Crown in vast sums of money. In part 
payment of such debts, Peter de Bures transferred Walter de Dun- 
stanvilPs mortgage to the King. Hence, on the Norman Exchequer- 
Boll of 1180, the said Walter appears as owing the King iE70. for 
Peter de Bures, which sum he formerly owed to said Peter, on his 
(Walter's) land of Iloumaisnil.*<> 

I should here notice that the Wiltshire Manors of Come, Coleme^ 
and Wili, which had been of the Domesday Fief of Humphrey 
de Insula do not appear to have continued in his ordinary suc- 
cession. They had been in possession of Reginald Fitz Roy, better 
known as Reginald de Dunstanvill Earl of Cornwall, and on his 
death (a.d. 1175), had escheated to the Crown. — 

The Sheriff of Wiltshire continued to account for tallages, 
scutages and ferms assessable on these Manors in 1189; but at 
Michaelmas 1190, Walter de Dunstanvill rtodered account through 
the Sheriff ''of one hundred merks for his fine of the land of 

» Itot. Pip. 14 to 24 Hen. n. ^ Sot Normawma (Stapleton) i, 67. 
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Cumbe, and Coleme, and of Wili/' *^ He had in fact recovered 
part of his inheritance, and these Manors went to his Successors. 

In 1192^ Walter de Dunstanvill appears to have been of the 
Retinue of John Earl of Moreton.** Whether he was also im- 
plicated in the subsequent treason of that Prince I cannot deter- 
mine. That he was no favourite of King Richard is certain, 
but there is some obscurity^ and something too of contradiction in 
the documents which bear upon this question. Those documents 
shall presently speak for themselves. 

Another matter of uncertainty is the precise period of his death ; 
and this I propose to investigate at length. Though the case is 
one in which a definite conclusion can hardly be established, it 
involves some points of collateral interest. — 

To men in those days, and in the position of Walter de Dun- 
stanvill, there were other deaths than that of physical dissolution. 
There was what may be termed a civil death, the consequence 
of forfeiture or political disqualification; and there was the death 
qtiantum ad sdBCulum, as it was termed, when a man, as men often 
did, retired firom the world to a Monastery. By one of these 
deaths, died Walter de Dunstanvill in 1194, but by which, let a 
comparison of documents decide if adequate so to do. 

The County of Wilts appears to have been visited by Justices 
Itinerant in October 1194, i.e. about six months after the King's 
return from captivity.- 

A Record of this Iter is preserved. It contains an Inquisition 
as to several matters in the Hundred of Heytesbury. From this 
mutilated document I think that I gather the following facts ; viz. 
that Walter de Dunstanvill's Manor of Hectredesburi, worth jE40. 
per annum, was in the King's hands ; — ^that Wido de Diva had so 
seized it for the King during some part of Easter Term preceding; 
— that the stock thereon had been escheated; that the Manor 
without such stock was worth £2S, per annum, — and that William 
de St. Mary-Church (then the King's Escheator) had made a more 
recent seizure thereof. It would also appear from another entry 



« Bot Pip, 2 Eio. I, WUte. 

« On May 13, 1192, he attests with 
Ingeram de Pratellia a Chartei* of John, 
Lord of Ireland and Earl of Moreton, 
dated at Beading (Jfonof^tcon, yii, 1143; 
ii). On the following day, at London, the 
same two persons attest a Charter of that 



Prince to the City of Dublin {FoBdera, i, 
55.) About the same time a Charter of 
the Earl in &your of the Metropolitan 
Church of Bouen is tested by Walter de 
Bunestanville, Gilbert Basset, and many 
others, — Abbots, Earls, and Barons {Eot. 
Normanniety II, cUz). 
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that Walter de Dunstanvill was not deceased ; for he seems to have 
appeared in Courts and to have deposed that a former companion or 
follower of his, then a fugitive and accused of murder, had left his 
company before the said crime was perpetrated.*^ 

That Walter de Dunstanvill suffered forfeiture before his death 
will also appear in another way. More than thirty-five years after 
this Wiltshire Iter, his Widow, claimiag her dower in Shalefeld 
(Shalford, Surrey), asserted that he (Walter) had held that Manor 
'' all his life, nearly to the last of his days, until King Richard, in 
the ninth year of his reign, of his own will and without judicial 
sentence, disseized him of that Manor and of all his lands.'^^ This 
Plea involved a false computation as to the regnal year of King 
Richard in which the alleged disseizin took place. Substituting 
the fifth for the ninth year of the King as the date of the disseizin, 
I have no doubt that the further fact (viz. that Walter de Dun- 
stanvill survived his disgrace a very short time) is correct. 

At Michaelmas 1194, the Sheriff of Shropshire accounted 20«. 
for the Scutage of Walter de Dunstanvill in that County; and 
William de St.-Mary-Church, as the King's Escheator, accounted 
£21. 4*. for his Scutage in Wiltshire.*^ This was the Scutage for 
the King's Redemption, which was assessed at 20«. on each Knight's 
Fee. Walter de Dunstanvill had therefore been a Tenant in capite 
of 221 Knights'-Fees, thus charged. 

At Michaelmas 1195, WiUiam de St.-Mary-Church, as Escheator, 
accounts for a full year's /crw of certain Manors which were Walter 
de Dunstanvill's. Hectrediber, Brocton and Cumb, all in Wilt- 
shire, and Bercham in Sussex, are thus enumerated ; and in one 
instance (that of Cumb) it is expressly said, that " the King has 
the Manor in his hand, together with the Heir."*^ Here then we 
have evidence, not only of the summary forfeiture, but also of the 
death of Walter de Dunstanvill. 

Before I proceed to speak of the succession of Walter de Dun- 
stanvill, I should say something of a number of Charters wherein 
his name occurs, and which further inform us of his connexions, 
possessions, and character. 

About the year 1167-8, Henry II, being then at Le Mans (in 
Maine), concedes and confirms to the Church of Perlea (Farleigh, 
Wilts.), and the Monks there serving God, the land of Cutiford, 



<" Ahhreviatio JPlaeitorumf pp. 15, 16. 
** Bodsworth, vol. 42, fo. 149, quoting 
a Plea-BoU now lost. 



** Sot, Pip. 6 Ric. I, Salop, and Escaetee 
in WiltSy enrolled therein. 

^ Sot. Pip. 7 Ric. I, EscaetcB. 



u. 36 
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which Walter de Dunstanyill and Alan^ his Brother^ had reasonably 
conceded and given to the said Monks, in pure alms^ for the health 
of their own souls and for the soul of Robert de Dunstanvill, their 
Uncle. Wherefore the said Monks were to enjoy the said land as 
Walter de Dunstanvill^ and his Brother Alan, and the same Robert, 
their Uncle, had given and by their Charters confirmed it.*^ 
> A Charter by Walter de " Donstanvill" himself gives to licwes 
Priory the land of Niewetimbre, for the health of his soul and the 
souls of his Father and Mother, who had before given the same. 
He also gives the Church of Winterbum, the tithe of his demesne 
of Scaldeford (Shalford, Surrey), the Church of Bemham, with 
the tithes of Hammes and the Chapel of Gretham (all in Sussex).^ 

Another Charter names the land of Niewtembre only, but has 
the same witnesses and is confirmed by '^ William, Earlof Arundell, 
the third,'* in a separate deed.*® 

The Charters of Walter de Dunstanvill to the Priory of Wom- 
bridge, in Shropshire, were numerous. I hardly can pretend to 
notice them in the order of their dates. In perhaps the eai'liest of 
the series, — 

" Valter de Dunstanvill,*' addressing all the faithful of Holy Church 
and all his men, English and Norman, informs them that he has 
given to the Priory the land which his Father had given, viz. that 
which EUric de Leis held ; — with all the children of the said Eilric, 
for the health of the souls of his Father and himself.^^ 



^ Harl. Cliart. 43, C, 23.— Tested by 
Botrode Archbishop of Bouen, Jooeline, 
and Hilary, Bishops of Salisbury and 
Chichester, Earl William de Mandeville, 
William Malet Dapifer, William de Curci 
and William de Hasting. 

^ Lewes Chartulary (ut supra) fo.l26. — 
Tested by Bobert de Dunstanyill, Bicher 
Priest of Toning, Herbert Brother of 
Sari Beginald, Peter Fitz-Tored, Bald- 
win de Frolavill, Bobert de Torvill, Henry 
Archdeacon of Chichester, Master Jordan, 
Hamo de Bosoo, Balph de Sohirebum, 
Gilbert, Aldred, Norman, Balph de Big- 
genever, Gerard Cursor. — 

If the first witness of this deed be, as is 
most probable, the Uncle of the Grantor, 
then the deed will have passed before 
1168, and Bobert de Diinstanvill will have 
enfeoffed his Nephew and Heir in Shalford 



before his own death. Bobert de Dun- 
stanyill has also been mentioned as the 
original Donor of the Chapel of Gretham. 

«» Ibidem, fo. 127.— Tested by Boger 
Busteg the Seneschal of the Earl, Bobert 
de Yilers, and Manasser Aguillon, who 
was dead in 1194, a hint, by the way, as 
to the great errors which penrade all 
receiyed accounts of the succession of 
D'AIbini Earl of Arundel. 

* Chartulary, jR^. Le^a PriorU, i^e.^ 
No. xxyiij. This Charter is tested by the 
Abbot of Haemon, Alan the Clerk, Peter 
Fitz Torrot (Toret), Bobert Fitz Osbert, 
Hugh Fitx Warin, Boger de Saint Ifartin. 
It passed, I think, before the year 1181, 
which seems to be the date of a general 
Charter of Confirmation granted by 
Henry II to Wombridge,wherein this grant 
is yerbally recited. 
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In another Charter " Valter de Dunstanviir^ confirms his Father 
Alan's grant of haif^a-Ferendel which Eilric held in Leies ; and he 
adds^ for the health of the souls of himself, his wife, and parents, 
fourteen acres, to be held by the Canons together with the said 
land." 

The next grant of Walter de DanstanviU to Wombridge, seems to 
be that of AynulPs Lee ; but the two deeds which he executed in 
this matter, have been so inaccurately transcribed in the Wom- 
bridge Chartulary, that I will venture to say nothing more of the 
premises conveyed, than that they seem to have been within the 
Lordship of Idsall, and to have constituted a part of that estate 
which the Canons of Wombridge afterwards enjoyed under the 
comprehensive name of Prior's Lee. 

By the first of these transcripts he is represented, as Walter de 
Dunstanvill, to give for the souls' health of himself and Predeces* 
sors '* Leias Amulsi " to the Priory ; he wills also that his body 
shall be buried in the aforesaid place of St. Leonard (that is in the 
Priory Church of Wombridge, dedicated to St. Leonard) if it should 
befall him to die in England. ^^ 

The second Transcript shows him as granting ^'Amusne's 
Legam " in the same way, but with a different set of witnesses to 
the Deed.^ 

His other gift to Wombridge Priory is the Main subject of three 
separate deeds, transcribed in the Chartulary. — Each deed has its 
peculiar significance. — 

By one, he gives for the soul's health of himself, his Wife, 
Hawiz de Praheus, and of his Predecessors and Successors, his 



'^ Ibidem, No. xiy. The Testing CHfiuse 
of tHis Charter seems to have been mis- 
understood by its Transcribers. The 
witnesses are Ahui de Dunstanyille (pro- 
bably the Grantor*s Brother), Boger de 
Fretteville, William de Hedlega, Peres 
Derliton (probably De Siton), Radulf 
Panton, Roger de Preston, Walter do 
Dunstanvill Clerk, Walter de Wattevill, 
Thomas de Leis, Robert de Linton (pro* 
bably Lin tot). I should incline to date 
the Deed about 1188. 

^ Ibidem, No. L The witnesses are 
Peter FitiThoret and Philip and Bartho- 
lomew his Sons, Reginald de Dauvill and 
Pharamus de Trad, William de Headley, 
Walter de Lega and Leonard his Brother, 



William the Clerk and Robert de Lintot, 
Oliver, and Robert de Grenhul, Master 
Richard of Ideshal, &c. 

** Ibidem, No. ij. The witnesses are 
William Earl of Ferrers, Thomas Basseth 
and Alan Basseth, Peter Fitz Thoret and 
his Sons Philip and Bartholomew, Regi- 
nald de Dauvill, (Pharamus) de Traci, 
and John his Brother, William de Herez, 
Robert de Lintot, WiUiam Paternoster, 
Walter de Lega and Leonard his Brother, 
Master Richard (of Idsall, I suppose), 
William de Cutona, John de Hemmes, 
Robert de Belmes, &c. 

There can belittle doubt that this deed 
passed betwe^ 1191 and lld4. 
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Mills of Ydeshal saving the multure of his own honse^ and of others 
who ought to have free multure therein. He also gives twenty 
acres of his wood of Lehes near the land of Thomas de Lehes^ as 
he and his free men shall provide.^ 

Another deed^ with a similar movent'Clause, gives the two Mills 
which he had in his Manor of Ydeshal^ with all the suit of his men 
in the said Manor^ and with free water-course from every and all 
sources^ and means of repairing the mill-stanks whenever necessary, 
saving the multure of his own house. And for this the Canons 
were to find a Chaplain who should celebrate daily service in their 
Church of Wombrugg^ for the souls' -health of himself^ his wife^ his 
Ancestors and Successors^ for ever.^^ 

In the third phase of this grants Walter de Dimstanvill, Lord of 
Idshall^ with the same movent clause, grants to the Priory two Mills 
which he had in his Manor of Ideshall^ viz. the Mill of Ideshall and 
the Mill of Patesford^ with sites of both^ and suit of his free tenants, 
&;c. with the same condition as to a Chaplain officiating daily for the 
souls of himself, his wife Hawise, &c. for ever.^^ 

I close these extracts from the Wombridge Chartulary with refer* 
ence to a deed, before set forth ; — ^wherein Walter de Dunstanvill, 
with his Knights, attests the Charter of Griffin de Sutton to 
that House.^^ 

And he seems to have been interested in the concerns of other 
Religious Houses in Shropshire. — He attested the Certificates of 
Roger de Powis and John le Strange (I), wherein those great men 
recorded their remembrance of the first William Fitz Alan having 
granted Wroxeter Church to Haghmon Abbey. These Certificates, 
as I have before said, must have been drawn up about the year 1175 ; 
and, between that period and 1190, Walter de Dunstanvill, being 



** Ibidem, No. xxrij. The witnesses are 
Abbot Leonard of Dublin, Abbot Richard 
of Haemon, Abbot Walter of Lilleshull, 
Robert Prior of Wenloke, Walter de Dun- 
stanville Clerk " my kinsman " (cognate 
meo), Thomas Basseth "my nephew/* 
Engeran de Praheus, Peter Fitz Thoret 
and B. (Bartholomew) his Son, Balph 
Pantulf and William his Son, Peter de 
Heiton, Ac. — 

The same limits may be assigned for 
the date of this deed as of the last. 

^ Ibidem, No. xxvi. The yntnesses are 
as those of the last deed, omitting the 



Abbot of Dublin and William son of 
Ralph Pantulf but adding Roger de 
<<Stalevm" (probably FraleriD) and 
Alan de DunstanTill, and giTing Peter de 
"Eyton" with an intelligible orthography. 

^ Ibidem, No. zlvi. The witnesses are 
Walter Abbot of Lilesfaull, Richard Abbot 
of Hamond, Robert Prior of Wenlok, 
Walter de DunstanTill Clerk, ** my kins- 
man," Roger de Praia- Villa, Thomas Bas- 
set " my nephew," Robert (read Roger) 
Corbet of Hedley, Peter de Eiton, &c. 

'7 Supra, page 112, note 16. 



IDSALIi, OR SHIFFNAL. 281 

Lord of Adderley^ in Shropshire^ came to an agreement with Ralphs 
Abbot of Salop^ as to some boundary ; *^ — the particulars of which 
agreement shall be given heresifter. 

A Charter by which this Walter de Dunstanvill made provision 
for his Harper^ Oliver^ is so relative to his Seigneury at Idscall and 
to his other Charters^ and so instructive in itself^ that I must needs 
give it in full and in the original Latin.^^ It is as follows : — 

Sciant omnes et presentes et futuri quod ego Walterus de Dun- 
stanvilla dedi et concessi Olivario Citharedo meo pro suo servicio 
tutelam terre Bogerii de Halechtuna ad totam vitam suam cum 
uxore Bogerii quam predictus Olivarius assensu meo desponsavit^ et 
tutelam heredis predicti Bogerii et ipsum heredem ad consulendum 
ad voluntatem sepedicti Olivarii. Et banc predictam tutelam con- 
cessi liberam et quietam de tac et de tol iUi et hominibus suis et de 
omnibus serviciis excepto quod ille mutabit unum spreverium 
singulis annis ad suum custum vel unum ostorium ad custum domini 
et tunc homines domini parabunt muiam in qua ponetur« Et cum 
ista predicta tutela dedi et concessi predicto Olivario pro homagio 
suo et pro servicio suo in expectatione sue Warisonis nominatam 
illam virgatam terre quam Achi et Swein de KnoUa tenuerunt et 
omnia assarta que ego illi dedi de Longa Buddigga usque ad Sumer- 
lonam sicuti Smelebrock ilia dividit et quieta de tac et de tol illi 
et hominibus suis et de omnibus serviciis et consuetudinibus in 
feudum et in hereditatem cum omnibus pertinentiis suis in bosco et 
in piano tenendam de me et de heredibus meis ille et heredes sui red- 
dendo inde annuatim ille vel heredes sui mihi vel heredibus meis in 
die pasche quedam calcaria vel vi. d. Hanc vero donacionem et con- 
cessionem quia volo ut ille rate et inconcusse permaneant illas pre- 
sentis scripti auctoritate simul et sigilli mei impressione firmiter 
corroboravi. Hiis testibus Alano de Dunstanvill.^ Hawis' de 
Pratellis.*^ Thoma Basset.*^ Alano Basset.*^ Waltero persona de 
Idesal.«« Petro filio Thoret.«* Beginaldo de Daivill." Baldwinode 
FredeviU. Alano filio Galfridi.«« Gisleberto de Bemevall.«7 Willielmo 



*> Salop Chartokry, No. 21. 

'^ Charter in possessioii of the Bot. 
John Brooke of Haughton. 

^ The Gtantor'fl Brother probably. 

^^ Now, or afterwards, wife of the 
Grantor. 

® The Gbantor's Nephews. 



^ Lord of Moreton, Erelitb, Hem, 
Hinnington, &c. 

** A Knight holding under the Grantor 
at Winterbom, Wilts. 

" Probably Alan la Zouche, Lord of 
Tong. 

"7 Bamerill ia a Norman viU, midway 



® The Grantor's Cousin. 1 between Arques and Bouen. 
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Clerico. Bodberto de Lintot.^ Alano nepote suo. Bartholomeo 
fiilo Petri de Morton.** Willielmo juvene de Hedleia."^® Alano 
de Hedleia.*^ Willielmo Pater-Noster.^* Henrico Buberel et 
Marcando^ et multis aliis. 

This Walter de Dunstanville is said to have " married Ursula a 
daughter and Coheir of Reginald de Dunstanvill Earl of Cornwall^ 
and to have obtained in her right the Lordship of Ideshale/^'^^ We 
have already seen that he acquired Idsall hereditarily from his 
Father, nor is it probable that the Earl of Cornwall ever had any 
interest there. And though the Manors of Cumbe (Castle-Cumb), 
Colerne, and Wili, in Wiltshire, having at one time been the EarFs, 
were afterwards giten to Walter de Dunstanvill, yet I cannot 
account that circumstance to be evidence in proof of the alleged 
match. Those Manors seem to me to have been restored by the 
Crown to Walter de Dunstanvill, as his own hereditary right rather 
than in the right of any wife. 

Be this as it may, and supposing that Walter de Dunstanvill had 
another wife or wives pre\dous to his marriage with Hawise de 
Preaux, it is certain that by any such wife or wives he had no issue 
surviving him, and that his only Son, another Walter, was the Son 
of Hawise, and a mere infant at his Father's death. 

Without attempting to ascertain who was that wife of Walter de 
Dunstanvill to whom he alludes in his second Charter to Wom- 
bridge, we have it on Hawise des Preaux own testimony that she 
became his wife after the accession of KingBichard I (Sept. 1189)^ 
and we have also seen that within the next five years Walter de 
Dunstanvill had suffered forfeiture, under which he shortly died. — 

I have hinted a possibility that during such short interval he 
became a Member of some Beligious Community. If so it was 
unquestionably the House of Augustine Canons at Wombridge 



« Lint6t WM a vUl in the Bailiwick of 
Arques, where alao lay DuxiBtanyill's 
Norman Fief. 

• Son, that is of Peter Fita Thoret, 
the previous witness. 

^ Eldest son, and afterwards heir of 
William de Hadley Lord of High Ercall. 

7' The preceding witness had an Uncle 
and a Brother named Alan. The Uncle 
was Lord of Hadlej and High Hatton, 
and Patron of Wombridge Priory. 

'* Of Drayton, near Idsall. 



^ Dugdale {Baronage, p. 591) quotes 
Vincent, Gorr. p. 130, and Rot. JPip. 8 Bic. I, 
Salop, in support of these fiicts. The Pipe 
Boll however lends them no corroboration 
whaterer, and I am much mistaken if 
Vincent drew his information from any 
sound authority. I think that both Vin- 
cent and Dugdale were, in this matter, 
dupes of a most scandalous imposture 
and forgery, which I shall, in due course, 
endeayour to expose. 
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which afforded him a retreat ; and there too I suppose him, accor- 
ding to his own desire already expressed, to have been buried. 

The following notice of his presumed Monument expresses the opinion of one who 
is well entitled to be heard on this or any other subject connected with Shropshire 
Antiquities :'* — 

" In 1825," says my authority, " the upper part of a very ancient monument, 
consisting of the cumbent effigy of a cross-legged knight in mail armour, with 
Burcoat, sword in scabbard by his side, gauntlets on ^hands (the left holding the 
scabbard of, and the right on the hilt of, as if about to draw, the sword), spurs on 
heels, head resting on a cushion and the feet on a lion, was removed from Wombridgp, 
where it had lain in the church-yard ever since the demoHtion of the old church, and 
where it went formerly by the appellation of * old Dansyfylde,* but previous to its 
removal by that of *old Dangerville,' to the south aisle of the Abbey Church, 
Shrewsbury. On its removal it was thought to represent the Walter de Dunstanville 
who died 26 Hen. III."7« 

My authority then refers to the Charter of the first Walter de Dunstanville, which 
expresses the Grantor's wish to be buried at Wombridge, and concludes the Effigy to 
be his. — In that view I most entirely concur. 

Having undertaken to give an account of this Barony and Family 
of Dunstanville I should before I pass to the immediate succession of 
Walter (I), say something of his Brother Alan and his Sister Alice. 

Alan de Dimstanvill follows Walter in attesting several deeds of 
their Brother-in-Law, Thomas Basset^ and his Son Gilbert, which 
deeds passed before the year 1181. 

In 1185-6, Alan de Dunstanvill appears as having to wife the 
Coheiress of Emma de Langetot, which Emma, then sixty years of 
age, was of the race of ^^ Chedney and Joceline Crispin.'^ Her lands 
were in Buckinghamshire. The wife of Alan was then aged thirty.^® 

This Alan seems to have been largely enfeoflfed in Cornwall ; 
probably during the time when the Earldom was held by Reginald 
de Dunstanvill. In 1187 he, Alan, was returned as holding twelve 
Fees in capite in that County. 77. 

Passing some minor notices of his name it would appear that he 
long survived his elder Brother, for, on 5 Sept. 1216, King John 
empowers his beloved and faithful Alan de Dunstanvill to seize the 
lands of William Basset which are of his Fee, the said William being 
with the King^s enemies.^® — 



'* Mr. G«orge Morris of Shrewsbury, — 
who contributed this notice to the Col- 
lectanea Topographica et Oenealogica 
(vol. V, p. 176), and by whose permission 
I transcribe it. 

'* History of Shrewsbury^ vol. ii, Addi- 
tion8,p. 532. Dugdale probably originated 



this mistake by ascribing the grant of 
Aynulfs Lee to* the second Walter de 
Dunstanville {Baronage^ p. 691). 

'^ Be Puellis et DotninabttSy p. 21. 

^ lAher Huber Scaccarii, fo. xlix. 

78 Clans, i, 286. WiUiam, son of John 
son of Osmund Basset, married Cecily 
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These lands appear to have been in Cornwall. — 

It is, I presume, from this Alan de Dunstanvill that the present 
Barons De Dunstanvill and Basset allege a lineal descent, but 
Tehidy (Co. Cornwall), from which they take their title, remained 
with the elder branch of the family long after the era of Alan de 
Dunstanvill. 

Alice de Dunstanvill, sister of Walter and Alan, was married, 
before the year 1160, to Thomas Basset, usually styled of Heden- 
don. He died about February 1181, but she was surviving in 
1186.— 

Their issue was three sons, and a daughter, wife first of Albert de 
Gresley, who died about 1179, and secondly, of Wido de Creoun. — 

The Sons of Thomas and Alice Basset were Gilbert, Thomas, and 
Alan. Each of them attained a great position and has been reputed 
of Baronial Rank. Gilbert, the founder of Burchester Priory, has 
usually been styled of Hedendon. He died in 1205 leaving a sole 
daughter and heir, Eustachia, then the wife of Richard de Camvill. 

Thomas Basset, usually styled of Colinton, died in 1220, leaving 
three daughters his coheirs. 

Alan Basset, usually styled of Wycombe, seems to have lived till 
1232, and left three sons, who, each in turn, enjoyed his honours, 
but had no male issue to continue their line. 

It was necessary to state thus much in order to explain various 
matters which came to be litigated during the life of Walter de 
Dunstanvill (II). 

His Father Walter (I), is said to have disposed of several Manors 
to his relations, e. g. to have given to his Sister Alice in frank-mar- 
riage the Manor of Shalford (Surrey), to have petitioned King 
Richard to grant to Thomas Basset his Nephew, the Manors of 
Culinton and Witeford (Devonshire) ,^^ and to have himself granted 
to Alan Basset, another Nephew, that Manor of Winterbum which 
we have so often mentioned. 



daughter of Alan de Donstanvill, and had 
with her lands in Cornwall. These were 
given in frank-marriage hj Alan. The 
Lady deceased before February 1208, 
when her Father was living. She id 
therefore improperly said by Writers, on 
the Peerage to have been " sole heir" of 
Alan. She can only have been so in her 
issue. 

7> Testa de Netnll, fo. 888. Thomas 
Basset after his Uncle's death, and for the 



soul of his said Uncle, gave to Wombridge 
Priory some land at Wich-Malbank 
(Cheshire). His deed is attested by Gil- 
bert Basset and Brioe Pantulf, &c. It 
passed between 1094 and 1206. It was 
confirmed by Banulf (Blundevil) Earl of 
Chester, and after Thomas Basset's death 
(1220) by Philippa Malbank his widow, 
daughter and coheir of William Malbank. 
(Wombridge Chartulary, Tit. Wyche; 
Nos. ii, iij, iv). 
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We will now follow the events of the minority of Walter de 
DonstanTill (ll), according to their order. — 

On Dec. 12^ 1194^ King Richard^ then at Chinon^ confirms to 
hifl fiuthfiil Elnight Alan Basset^ the donation which '^ Walter de 
DonstanTill made him of Winterbom^ as said Walter's Charter^ 
which Alan had^ did testify/^ The Royal confirmation was again 
repeated Aug. 22, 1198 » 

Gilbert Basset had, before his Uncle's death, been suing him in 
the King's Court for Scandeford (Shalford), as the marriage portion 
of Alice, Gilbert's Mother ; and King Richard, as was afterwards 
alleged, rendered the same (Shalefeld and Aldeford) to Gilbert, 
before Walter de Dunstanyill (I) had married Hawise des Preaux. 
King Richard's Charter on the subject was fully confirmed by 
King John on 20 March, 1200,^^ Gilbert Basset fining twenty 
merks for such confirmation.^ Nevertheless the Widow of Walter 
de Dunstanyill (I), afterwards claimed dower in that Manor, and the 
right of Gilbert Bassefs heirs thereto was otherwise disputed. 

At Michaelmas 1196, William de St.-Mary*Church, accounted 
£21. 49. for the Scutage of Normandy, being the sum chargeable 
on twenty^one and one-fifth Knights^-Fees of Walter de Dunstan- 
yill, in Wiltshire. — 

The Sheriff of Shropshire, similarly accounted 20^. for Scuiage 
of one Fee of the same Walter in that County. — 

Further, the wife of the said Walter had been depriyed of 
Ydeshale about half a year, and William de St.-Mary-Church paid 
to the Crown, a sum of £5. 6s. for rents received by him, in the 
interval, out of that Manor ; and 13^. 44. for other perquisites 
thereo£8» 

At Michaelmas 1197, the Sheriff of Shropshire, on similar 
accounts, paid 20^. for the third Scutage of King Richard, — 
£6. S3, for one half year's issues of Ydeshal, and £8, 5«. 2d. (less 
certain arrears and charges) for the issues of a second half-year.^ 

At Michaelmas 1198, the Sheriff discharges his arrears of this 
ferm ; and accounts for £16. 10«. 4cif., the gross receipts of the 
current year, as certified by Thomas Noel, and Hugh de Chaucumb.^ 

Also in this year, I find that Geoffrey de Say, Bailiff of Arques 
(in Normandy), accounted to the King<£4jO. for issues of Walter de 
Dunstanvill's lands in that Province.^ 



» Faderay i, 67. 

^ Sot, ChaH, Bsgis JokanuU, p. 41. 

^ JRoi, Cane, 3 John, p. 275. 



» « » jeo«. JP^. 8, 9, 10 Ric. I. 
" Soi. Narmannia (Stapleton), iii, 
cxzxi. 
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For the two years ending Michaelmas 1200, Stephen de Tumham 
was Fermor of Ydeshal. His debt of £16. \0s, 4rf. for each year 
remained in arrear till April 8, 1204, when it was discharged from 
the Rolls, in consequence of a fine of 1000 merks which he oflFered 
the King to be quit of all accompts and arrears, in respect of 
escheats and wardships held by him up to that time.^ 

These arrears included a. debt of £30. due from the said Stephen, 
as FermoT of Heytesbury up to Midsummer 1200.^ 

From the latter period till March 1201, Robert de Bemeres 
seems to have fermed Dunstanvill's Wiltshire and Sussex Manors. 
He subsequently accounted for various sums, which had thus 
become due on Heytesbury, Brocton, Cumb and Bercham.®* 

About April 1201, William Briwerr proffered to the King a fine 
of 300 merks to have custody, and marriage of the heir of Walter 
de Dunstanvill, saving the dower of said Walter's Widow.*^ 
This Fine seems in the first instance to have been accepted ; for 
on the Levy of a Scutage in 1201, William Briwerr had received 
£12. 6«. M. from the Knights of Dunstanvill's Wiltshire Fief.»^ 
However Briwerr's fine was eventually cancelled ; for about June 
1201, Gilbert Basset proffered the double sum of 600 merks for 
the same Wardship. This Fine was received ; — and at Michaelmas 
1201, Gilbert Basset's name appears as accredited, in the usual 
way, with the current half-year's /<?rm of Heytesbury .'^ 

In April 1205, Gilbert Basset has respite for a portion of his Fine 
then due ; ^ but on Dec. 24, in the same year he was dead ; for then 
the Tenants, both of his own lands, and of the land which he had 
in custody with Dunstanvill's Heir, are enjoined to answer to John 
Fitz Hugh, and Bartholomew a Clerk, whom the King had appa- 
rently appointed his Receivers in this matter.^ 

About February 1206, Thomas Basset proffered 200 merks, 
and all arrears of his Brother Gilbert's Pine, for this wardship.** 
And it is clear that he had it ; — for on March 3 following, the King 
orders John Fitz Hugh to ascertain whether Scaldeford (Shalford) 
had belonged to Walter de Dunstanvill (I), and, if it had, to give 
it up to Thomas Basset, as Cttstos of the heir.®* 



"7 88 » Bot, Pip. 2 to 6 John. 

^ Ohlata^ p. 183. A previous fine, re- 
eorded on the Oxfordshire Pipe Eoll of 
Michaelmas 1200, is quoted by Dugdale. 
Thereby Thomas and Alan Basset prof- 
fered 600 merks for this Wardship, but 
had it not. {Baronage^ i, p. 591.) 



" Bot Cane. 3 John, Wilis. 

n Oblata, p. 169. 

« Claus. i, 29. 

•* Patent, p. 57. 

» Oft^a, p. 349. 

^ Clous, i, 66. 
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On March 15 following. King John restores to Gerard de Cam- 
ville the Manors of Scaldeford and Anfald, which Gilbert Basset 
had held after his fine for custody of Walter de Dunstanvill^s land. 
Gerard is to hold those Manors till it be cleared up in the King's 
Court {coram Rege), whether said Manors ought to remain to the 
heir of Gilbert Basset or to the heir of Walter de Dunstanvill.^ 

In Easter Term, 1206, it was settled in the King's Court that 
Scandeford should remain to Bichard de Camvill and Eustachia, 
his wife, by concession and will of the King, till the son of Walter 
de Dunstanvill (apparently represented on this occasion by his 
guardian, Thomas Basset) should be of age.^^ 

Meanwhile, and, as I think, before the death of King Bichard, 
Ingelram de Pratellis (or des Pr€aux) had married Hawise, Belict 
of the first Walter de Dunstanvill. This Ingelram was a younger 
son of a powerful Norman family. He had been in the Betinue 
of Dunstanvill and was probably related to Hawise. He after- 
wards appears in the suit of King Bichard, and among the special 
Favourites of King John. On her marriage with him, Hawise de 
Dunst^ivill appears to have changed her Christian name. She is 
on all later occasions called Sibil.^ 

Her dower became matter of much litigation, but as early as 
Michaelmas 1199, I find Ingelram de Pratellis acquitted of his 
Scuiage in Salop (assessed on the Fee of Walter de Dunstanvill), 
by writ of the King's Justiciar.^^ Under similar writs, of the 
King, he was exempted by the Sheriff of Shropshire from the 
second, third, fourth, and fifth Scutages of John, as assessed in the 
years 1201, 1202, 1203, and 1204. To the sixth Scutage, that of 
1205, he was assessed two merks for one Knighf s-Fee. In 1206 
he was exempted from the seventh Scutage of the same reign. ^^^ 

In June 1211, Ingeram de Pratellis was returned by the Sheriff 
as a Knight of Shropshire, holding the dower of his wife of the 
King in capite, by the service of one Knight's-Fee. His land was 
estimated as annually worth £10.^^ 

A similar, and nearly contemporary, return of Knights holding 



^ Clout, i, 67. Gerard de Camyill vas 
Father of Bichard, which Bichard had 
abeady married Eustachia only daughter 
and Heir of Gilbert Basset. — 

It is singular that this matter should 
haye been kept in abeyance, when the 
Charters of both King Bichard and King 



John had confirmed Shalford to Gilbert 
Basset. 

* Abhreviatio Flacitorum^ p. 47. 

^ For this change or pluraHty of names 
Tide supra, p. 116, note 31. 

»« 'o» Mot. Pip. 1 to S John. 

^ Tetia de NeviU, p. 55. 
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in capUe in Shropshire^ says that Ingebam de Pratellis holds one 
Fee in Hideshale^ with the Mother of Walter de Dunstanvill.^^ 

At Michaelmas 1214^ Ingeram de Pratellis was exempted icom. 
the Scutage of Poitoa^ then assessed at the rate of three merks on 
each Knight's.Fee.io* 

Previous to this date Walter de Dnnstanyill (II) had attained his 
majority^ and it is fitting that we should mark the first opening of 
his career. — 

On April 22, 1213, having married a daughter of William Fitz 
Alan, lately deceased, the King gives him 100 merks, and, as I 
presume, out of Fitz Alan's estate. The money was paid to Boger^ 
a Knight and Companion of said Walter .^^ 

About Dec. 1213, he occurs as a Surety in a sum of twenty 
merks, for a Fine proffered by Isolda Biset in Wiltshire.^^ 

In February 1214, he went with King John to Poitou,^^ and 
the same year is Surety for a Fine proffered in Sussex by Robert 
le Sauvage. 

On Feb. 7, 1215, being styled the King's ''faithful and 
beloved,'^ he has a grant of Market and Fair, to be held in his 
Wiltshire Manor of Heytesbury.^^ 

On Oct. 9> 1215, having been apparently under some suspicion 
of disloyalty, the King commands his Constables of Bristol, Marl- 
borough, and Devizes, not to injure him or his lands, and to 
restore aught which they might have taken therefrom.^^ 

On Dec. 10 following, Henry Fitz Count (Son of Earl Reginald) 
and the Sheriff of Cornwall are ordered . to give him reseizin of 
Tiggedun, of which said Henry had disseized him.^^^ 

On July 23, 1216, his final secession £rom King John's allegiance 
is apparent. Thomas de Samford is then ordered to give his lands 
of Cumb, Brocton, and Heytesbury to Geoffirey and Oliver de 
Butevill for their support in the King's service.^^^ 



'*" lAher Bitber, fo. cxxxvij. Another 
return made between 1210 and 1212 
shows Walter de BuiBtanvill to be the 
reputed Tenant in capite of Heytesbury, 
Cumbe (Castle Comb), Coleme, and Brae- 
ton, and Engeram de Pratellis to have 
some interest in Coleme. (Ibidem, fo. 
oxxxij, TU. WUtesh,) 

>« Sot JNp. 16 John, Salop. 

106 jiiiga, 14 John (printed in Cole^a 
Documents^ p. 259). The name of Fitz 
Alan's daughter was FetroniUa. 



I" Ohlata, p. 512. 

^ Claus, i, 166, 200. 

iw Ibidem, p. 186. 

«» Ibidem, p. 231. 

iw Ibidem, p. 241. — It does not appear 
how the elder branch of the Dnnstanyills 
acquired its Cornish Estates, whether by 
feoffment of Earl Reginald, or of King 
John himself, whilst Eail of Moreton and 
ComwalL 

^ Ibidem, p. 278. 
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Before November 4, 1217^ he had returned to the allegiance of 
King Henry III^ and the Sheriffs of Shropshire^ Cambridgeshire, 
Wiltshire, and Surrey are ordered accordingly ; — to restore his 
estates."* 

About the same time he has Letters of Scutage addressed to the 
Sheriffs of Sussex and Wiltshire ; — ^that is, being, I suppose, in the 
King's service, he was discharged of Scutage himself, but empowered 
to collect it from such of his Tenants as were not similarly in 
attendance.^^' 

At Michaelmas 1218, not having had Letters to the Sheriff of 
Salop exempting him from assessment to the ^rei Scutage of 
Henry III, and being probably at this time seized of Idsall, owing 
to some variance with his Mother, he, and not Ingeram des Pr&ux, 
is charged two merks on one fee in Ydeshall on that Scutage* He 
paid the same in the year following.^^^ 

On Feb. 19, 1221, he had the usual Letters of Scutate in respect 
of his personal service in the Army of Biham, but at Michaelmas 
following, the Sheriff of Shropshire entered the Royal exemption of 
the Idsall Fee as in favour of Ingelram de Pratellis.^^^ 

At the Shrewsbuiy Assizes of November 1221, the cause between 
Engeram de Pratellis and Sibil his wife complainants (querentes) 
and Walter de Dunstanvill, concerning Sibil's Dower in Ideshall 
was compounded. The lands which Engeram and Sibil held in 
dower on the day of concord were to remain to them. And Walter 
would give to them, in augmentation, six librates of land in 
Hammes (Sussex) and in Berkshire. And they would remit to 
Walter all their right in his remaining lands. And if the lands 
in Hammes (Sussex) and in Berkshire *were not sufficient to 
reaUze an annual income of £6. then the deficiency should be made 
up out of lands in Wiltshire. This was the foundation of their 
agpreement, and the parties were appointed to meet at Westminster 
on the octaves of Hilary (Jan. 20, 1222) to receive their respective 
Chirographs (formal Fines) ; and in the mean time, content (valua- 
tion) of the lands concerned was to be made.^^* 

The final Concord thus contemplated was levied at Westminster 



^^ Ibidem, p. 841. Dunatanyill'B Gam- 
bridgoBhire lands were aoqniied with his 
wife, PetroniUa Fiti Alan. Letters of 
safe condaot> enabling him and John Fits 
Alan (his Brother*in-Law) to oome to the 
Court, bear date Oct. 2, 1217. {Paieni, 
1 Hen. HL) 



i» Ibidem, p. S72. 
^* Sot. Pip. 2 & 8 Hen. HI, Salop. 
i» C;aii«.i,476,andi2o<.i^.6Hen.III, 
Salop. 
^ Salop AjNkeg, 6 Hen. Ill, memb. 8. 
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on June 5^ 1222, between Engeram de Fratellis, and Sibil his wife 
plaintiffs (petente8)/'and Walter de Dunstanyill, Tenant of the 
Manor of Idecball with its appurtenances/ which Engeram and Sibil 
claimed to be the dower of Sibil out of the free tenement which 
had been Walter de Dunstanvill's, the Tenant^s Father. — ^And 
whereof there was suit at law, &c. — The Pine was, that Walter 
conceded to the Plaintiffs a third of the issues of all woods per* 
taining to the Manors of Ideshale and Aldredesle (Adderley) ; 
he also conceded Roger de Ideshale with his tenement, and Richard 
Was of Aldredesle with his tenement, and belongings (sequel&) ; 
and tlie residue (of those Manors) was to remain to Walter. 
And Engeram and Sibil were to hold the Manor of Culne 
(Coleme, Wilts), and all the tenements which were of Walter's 
Fee in the same ; but the Manor of Sterte and twenty-five virgates 
in Cumb (Castle Comb), and two mills, one meadow, and one wood, 
and all the tenement of Wily (which Nicholas Fitz Thomas held for 
£S. per annum, at fee-farm, and by knight's service) and all the 
Manor of Heterede and of Brocton were to remain to Walter. 
Walter further conceded to Engeram and Sibil the Manor of 
Hammes in Sussex, except the homage and service of Hamo de 
Hammes,and except the meadow,whichwasof old appurtenant to the 
Manor of Bircham, which was to remain to Walter. Moreover Walter 
conceded the service of William de Selinton (due) on one hide in 
Bercham and the tenements of divers persons in Bercham and in 
Waldo. And Engeram and Sibil were to have all the Knight's 
Fees which they held before, viz. two fees of Hugh de Cumbwell 
in Cumbwell and in Cumpton, and one hide in Pacheshag and one 
fee which Adam de CardunuU held in Polton, and one fee in the 
same which the Abbot of Tewksbury held, and three parts of a fee 
in. Brictefeld which William de Nevill held, and half a fee in Wily- 
Bechampton which Gilbert de Meleford held, and the foreign service 
of four hides (whereof five hides were equivalent to one fee) held by 
Richard de Lucteshull in LucteshuU, and the Knight's service 
pertaining to five hides in Bideston, which William de Bideston held. 
All these were to be held by Engeram and Sibil (for the life of 
Sibil), of Walter and his heirs, in name of dower. And it was to be 
noted that this concession was made out of lands and tenements 
whereof Walter, formerly husband of Sibil had given dower to the 
said Sibil. It was also to be noted that all rents, which Engeram 
and Sibil had previously in Bercham, were to remain to them, except 
the demesne, which they surrendered to Walter .^^^ 

"7 lines Divers. ConUtcU. 6 Hen. Ill, No. 21. 
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Before I continue my account of Walter de Dunstanvill (II), I will 
say what remains to be said of Ingeram de Preaux and his wife 
SibU.— 

On May 2, 1225, a King's writ allows Ingeram some facility for 
conveying com by sea from his Manor of Hammes in Sussex,^^® 

In September 1226, he and his wife appoint Attorneys in a suit 
which they had against William Longespee and Idonea his wife, 
concerning a third part of the Manor of Shalford.^^' 

Idonea, wife of William Longespee, was sole daughter and heir 
of Richard de Camvill by Eustachia, sole daughter and heir of 
Gilbert Basset. — 

Hence her tenure of Shalford. 

Another appointment of Attorneys in November 1226, calls the 
Defendant, " William son of William Longespe,'* and states the 
claimed to be a third part of three carucates.^^ 

At Michaelmas 1229, Ingelram de Preaux was deceased; and his 
heir was inadvertently entered on the Shropshire Pipe- Boll as 
owing two merks on one Knight's-Fee for the Scutate of Keri. 
But this entry has a mark of cancellation a£Sxed, and the reason 
thereof given thus, — '' because Walter de Dunstanvill son and heir 
of Ingelram's wife, answers below." Accordingly an entry lower 
down on the Roll charges the said Walter with these two merks^ 
but he had subsequent exemption by writ of the King.^^^ 

Sibil de Preaux, now a second time a Widow, continued her 
suit against William and Idonea Longespee. — 

On May 16, 1230, the cause came to trial at Westminster. — 
" SibU de Ferrers'' (so written for Praers)i23 « guej William de 
Longspee and Idonea his wife, for a third part of a Knight's- Fee 
in Shalefeld and Aldeford as her dower, whereof Walter de 
Dunstanvill, formerly her husband," (had been seized on the day 
when he had espoused her). 

William and Idonea say that '' Sibil ought not to have dower 
thereof, because said Walter was not seized of said land, so as to be 
able to grant dower thereof, neither on the day when he espoused 
Sibil nor ever afterwards; — because that King Richard, before 



i» CUhu. ii, 35. 
i» CUehu. ii, 156. 
i» Ibidem, 206. 

i« Sot Pip. 13 Hen. Ill, Salop. 
^ It is singular to obserre the amount 
of confusion which this one scribal error 



has produced. Manning and Bray^ in 
their Hiitory ofSwrrey^ hare dereloped it 
into a complex mis-statement. Kennett, 
in his Parochial Antiquiiies, has annexed 
it to other mistakes with which he encum- 
bers the genealogy of DunstanyUl. 
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Walter married Sibil, restored the said land to one Oilbert Basset, 
as the right and marriage portion of Atice Donstanvill, Sister of 
said Walter, and Mother of said Gilbert, to which Alice the said 
Walter had given the same land in marriage. And (William and 
Idonea) produce the Charter of the King (Richard), which testi- 
fieth hereunto/' — 

And Sibil comes into Court and says, that '' the Charter ought 
not to injure her, forasmuch as Robert de Dunstanville, Unde of 
Walter aforesaid (her husband), bought that land from Robert 
Watevile for 100 merks and two greyhounds, and held it all his 
life. And because he (Robert) died without heir of his body, the 
land descended to the aforesaid Walter as his Nephew and heir, 
which Walter held the same all his life, nearly to the last of his 
days, until the same King Richard, in the ninth year of his reign, 
by his own wiU and without judicial sentence, disseized him (Walter) 
of that and all his other lands. And to prove this Sibil puts her- 
self on the Coimtry, &c. And the Court decides that a jury should 
make inquest thereon, &c.'' ^^ 

Unable to trace the result of this suit, which I conceive must 
have been unfavourable to the Plaintiff, I return to Walt^ de 
Dunstanvill (II), who at Michaelmas 1224, is found to be exempted, 
on the Shropshire Pipe Roll, from both the Scutages of Montgomery 
and Bedford. 

On May 14, 1225, he is appointed a Commissioner to convey to 
Gloucester the tax of the Fifteenth then levied in the Counties of 
Salop and Stafford.^^ 

On March 27, 1227, he has a grant of Market and Fair at 
Heytesbury, identical as to days and duration with the previous 
Charter of King John.^^ 

His acquittance of the Scutage oi Keri in 1229 has already been 
noticed. 

In Easter Term 1230, he had a suit against Reginald de Yalletort 
and Johanna his wife and her coparcners, concerning land unspeci- 
fied : — but it should be noted that this Joan was one oif the daughters 
and coheirs of Thomas Basset, Walter's* Cousin ; which Thomas 
had, as was said, the Manors of CoUinton and Witeford by gift of 
Walter's Father.^^* 

In 1230, 1231, and 1232, Walter de Dunstanvill was acquitted. 



13S DodBworth, toL 42, fo. 14i8, quoting 
PlaeUadeBaneo^ Euter Term, 14H6ii.III, 
Surrey. — ^The original Boll is lost. 



»« CICM9, ii, 74, 

i» Ibidem, 179. 

^ Dodsworth, vol. 42. fo. 160. 
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in respect of one Fee in Ideshale, of the Scutagea of Bretagne^ 
Poitou and Elvein.^^ 

In 1235-6, towards the Auxilium for marriage of the King's 
Sister^ this Walter paid three merks on one-and-a-half Knights^- 
Fees in Shropshire and 16«. 8^. on one Lesser Fee at Tehidy in 
ComwaU.1^ 

In 1238^ he pays a fine of 20«. through the Sheriff of Shropshire 
for license to compound some law-suit. 

About 1240-1, he is returned among the Shropshire Feudatories 
as holding one-and-a-half Knight's-Fees in capite of the King. 
Ideshale alone is specified as the locality of the Tenure, but I 
presume that Adderley was included in the estimate of service 
due.i2» 

On Aug. 21, 1241, Walter de Dunstanvill (II) was deceased, for 
then did the King, at Chester, receive the homage of Walter his 
son and heir ; and Mandate issued to the Sheriff of Shropshire to 
take security from the said heir for due payment of his Relief 
(£100) ; — to give him seizin of his lands ; — and to certify the Sheriff 
of Wiltshire of such security being found, so that the latter, who 
also had the King's Mandate on the subject, should give further 
seizin of the lands which lay in his County.^^ 

The memory of Walter de Dunstanvill (II), to whom I return for 
a moment, is not associated with works of piety. The Chartulary 
of Wombridge does not, that I can find, mention his name. A 
grant which he made to Shrewsbury Abbey was only his part of a 
bargain, whereby he recovered the Advowson of Idsall, as will 
appear when I come to speak of the Church. 

He so far benefited the Abbey of Haghmon as to allow the 
Canons a right of road through his land of Adderley when they 
were going to, or returning from^ Wiche in Cheshire, where 
they had some salt-pits. This grant, in which he is styled Gaiter 
de Dunstanvill, probably passed soon after^his marriage to Petro- 
nilla Fitz Alan, for it purports to be for the health of himself, his 



^ Sot Pip, 14, 15, 16 Hen. Ill, Salop. 

»» TeHa de NeviU, pp. 46, 201. The 
ShropBhire Assessment included Adderley, 
I suppose. The Honour of Cornwall, or 
Moreton (as it was sometimes called), 
consisted chiefly of lesser fees {minuta 
feodot). The value of these lesser fees 
was reputed to be two-thii*ds that of the 

II. 



greater {quorum iria factwut duo) ; but 
when Scutage was levied at the rate of 
2 merks (26#. 8(2.) on the greater fees, I 
find the lesser usually assessed (as in the 
text) at 16«. 8<2., which is below the exact 
proportion. 

^ Testa de Nevill, p. 46. 

»> Eot. Finium, i, 351. 

38 



294 



IDSAUi, OR 8HIFFNAL. 



wife and heirs^ and for the aouls of his ancestors and for the soul of 
WilUam Fitz Alan (who died about 1210) .i^i 

One Record says that William Fitz Alan himself gave Iselham 
(Cambridgeshire) to his daughter Petronilla as her marriage por- 
tion (ad se maritandam) and that she married herself (se maritavit) 
to Walter de Dunstanvill.^^^ — 

The inference is that the marriage took place after Fitz Alan's 
deaths and we know it to have been completed before 1213^ — 
exactly the interval in which I should suppose Walter de Dunstan- 
vill (II) to have attained his majority. 

I have no further notice of his wife Petronilla nor of his having 
left a Widow to survive him. — 

Neither have I met with any secular Deed or Charter issued in , 
his name, except one referred to by Dugdale whereby he, as Walter 
de Dunstanvile, gave &c. to Alan Basset the whole Manor of Win- 
terborne. — ^Witnesses : Geoflrey Fitz Piers Earl of Essex, William 
Marshall Earl of Pembroke, William Earl of Warren, William Earl 
of Ferrers, Warin Fitz Gerold.i»« 

Of his son and heir, Walter de Dunstanvill (III), succeeding, as 
I have shown, in August 1241, we have very full accounts. 

Of his relief (£100.) he paid ^£20. to the King at Winchester, 
before Michaelmas 1242, and the balance in 1243.^^ 

About this time he is returned as holding five fees in Bergham 
(Sussex) of the Honour of Arundel.^'*' 

In 1245, he was assessed 20s, in respect of one fee in Ideshal to 
the ^im/mm for marriage of the King's daughter; so also in 1254, 
to the AtuvUium for making Prince Edward a Enight.^^ 

In this latter year he was also returned among those who held 
twenty librates and upwards of lands in this County .^^^ 

In 29 Hen. Ill (1244-5), he had a grant of Market and Fair in 
his Manor of Hydeshale.^® 



^ Hanglunoiid Chartularj, fo. 4. The 
witnesses' names are not given. 

» Eot Hund, ii, 504. 

» Glovet't CollecHona, A, fo. 99. This 
deed passed about the year 1212» probably 
in the Court of King John, and when 
Walter de Dunstanvill attained his ma- 
jority. Had it not been for William Earl 
Warren's attestation, I should have hesi- 
tated whether to assign the deed to the 
second Walter de Dunstanvill or his Father, 



so much has it the appearance of an ori- 
ginal grant rather than a Confirmation. 
The latter, however, it clearly was. It 
was sealed with Arms — Fretty, on a dexter 
canton a Lion passant. 

"* Hot Pip, 26 & 27 Hen. IH, Salop. 

i» Testa de Nevill, 222, 223. 

^ EoU Pip, 29 & 38 Hen. in, Salop. 

"7 Dukee^ Antiquitieg, Introduction, 
p. vii. 

'•^ £oi. Chart. 29 Hen. Ill, memb. 2. 
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In 1255^ his Tennre of the Wiltshire Hundred of Heytesbury is 
the subject of a full return^ as also are his interests in other parts 
of the County.i" 

In 1257jhe was called upon as one of the Barons-Marchers to assist 
Hamo Le Strange on the borders of Montgomeryshire. He had 
Military summons to meet the King at Chester on July 1^ 1258^ to 
oppose the hostilities of the Welsh, and in 1260 was ordered to 
become resident in the Marches for the better security of those 
parts.^^ 

In the same year he had quittance of the Scutage of Wales in 
respect of his Shropshire Fee.^*^ 

He had Military Summons to be at Hereford on January 9, 1268, 
to oppose the incursions of the Welsh, and again to be at Ludlow 
on February 9 foUowing.^*^ 

On the 14th of May 1264, he fought on the Rebels' side at*Lewes, 
a transgression which was pardoned by Letters Patent issued in the 
name of the captive King on April 16, 1265.^** 

The following month, the King, being at Hereford, was simi- 
larly assumed to have appointed him Governor of Salisbury 
Castle.1** 

Whatever the pains visited upon his disloyalty no long or per- 
manent forfeiture was the result. 

He died on January 14, 1270, and an Inquisition held forthwith 
at Castelcombe reported him to have so died, seized of the Wiltshire 
Manors of Cumbe, Coleme, Sterte, Hurdecote, and Heytesbury, — 
that Petronilla his daughter was his next heir, and would be twenty- 
two years of age on February 22 following ; and that she was 
already married to Robert de Montfort. 

The Inquisitions of other Counties do not seem to be preserved, 
but on February 11, 1270, the King's Writ issued to the Escheator 
citra Trent, ordering him to give seizin of all DunstanvilFs lands to 
*' Robert de Montfort, who had married Petronilla, daughter and 
heir of the deceased /'^*^ 

The Charters in which the last Walter de Dunstanvill's name 



i» Bot, Bund, ii, 232, &c 
*^ Dtiffdale*9 Baronaget i, p. 591. 
1" 2^t Pip. 4A Hen. Ill, Salop. 
"* Duffdale's Baronage^ i, p. 591. 
i« 144 ^i^ Pat. 49 Hen. IH. 
^ Glover' tCoUecUom.A^io.llh, The 
printed Oalendar of Inqoisitions gives this 



as an inquiry on the estate of " William 
de Danstanrill." 

Dugdale has represented PetroniUa's 
age to have been twelve instead of twenty- 
two, which would have made her a Wife 
when only eleven years old, and a Mother 
before she was sixteen. 
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Humphrey de Insula^ JDome§da« Lord of^ 
Castle-Gomb, Winterbume, and twenty- 
five other Manors in Wiltshire. 
Occurs 1085, 1091. 



Balph Basset, Justice of England ^ 
Occurs 1115, 1122. 



■^MMAMAMAMA^WMMV^\A/WWWMMWVW* 



Gilbert Basset, supposed younger =p 
Son of Balph. Occurs 1130. 



Walter de Pinkney. 
Occurs circa 1145. 
Murdered circa 1147. 



r 

Thomas Basset "of Hedendon" 
Occurs 1158. 

Sheriff of Oxfordshire 1164. 
Living 1179. ObUi circa 1181. 



Alice de DanstanvilL 
Supersteg 1186. 



Egelina(de: 
Courtney). 



L 



I 



Gilbert Basset. Thomas Basset ' 
Occurs 1182. "of Colinton." 



Living April 
1205. 
DefunctUM 
Dec. 1205. 



Obiit 1220. 



1st husband = 
Thomas de 
Verdon. 
Obiit 1199. 



: Eustachian 
Basset, 
daughter 
and sole 
heir. 



Fhilippa, daughter 
and coheir of 
William Malbano. 



I 

7 Alan Basset 
"of Wycombe' 
and Winterbum. 
Occurs 1194-1282. 



Basset of Wycombe. 



. •> 



8 



' 2d husband, Henry de 

Bichard de Newburgh, 

Camvill. Earl of 

Married in Warwick. 

1199. ObiU 1229. 



Philippa 


Alicia = William 


Basset. 


Basset. Malet. 


Had Livery 


Innupta Dejknctma 


1220. 


1220. 1229. 



William Longespee, son ' 

of William Earl of 

Salisbury. 

Slain in Palestine 1250. 



i 



Idonea de Camvill, 
sole daughter and heir. 
OffuUagel226. 



WiUam Longespee ^Maud, daughter of=2d husband, John Gifford 
OhiU 1257. Walter de Clifford, of Brimmesfield. 
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* * • • de Pizikzi6j^Adelina de Insula, daughter and sole heir: 

EelieiallU, LiTing 1180. 



MMMM^tf^MMMM^^ 



^WMMMMMAMMA^A^^MAM^ 



^B^ginald de Dunstanvill. 
Dtfunotvs 1124. 



2 



I 



Robert de Dunstanyill alias Bobert 
Fits Beginald. 

Oocnrs 1141. Ohiit cirea 1167. 
' s.pa. 



Alan de Dunstanvill, Lord of =7= 

Idsall, &c. 

Occurs 1141. D^/lMic^ift 1156. 



2 



Walter de DunstanTill (I) ' 
Occurs 1156. 
ObiU circa 1195. 



:Hawise cdicu Sibil 
des Pr^ux. 
Occurs 1194. 
SuperHes 1230. 



: 2d husband, 
Engeram des 
Pr&ux. 
Occurs 1199. 
DefunctiM 1229. 



I 
Alan de 

Dunstanvill. 

Occurs 

1185, 1189, 

1216. 



; • • • • ooheir of 
Emma de Langetot. 
Nata 1155. 
Occurs 1185. 



2dhus-=»** ' 
band Basset. 
Wido de 
Creoun. 



:1st husband Walter de Dunstanvill (II): 
Albert de Infra atatem 1206. 
Gk^lej. Married before April 1213. 
Obiit circa In Poitou 1214. 
1179. Ohm circa Aug. 1241. 



2 



■ Petronilla Cecilj ' 
daughter de Dun- 
of William stanvill. 
Fitz Alan Defimcta 
(II). 1208. 



: William, son 
of John, son 
of Osmund 
Basset. 



Johanna 

Basset. 

Had 

Lively 

1220. 

Occurs 

1230. 



iBefcinald de 
Valletort. 
Occurs 1280. 
06m^1246. 
».p. 



I 

Bobert de : 
Gresley. 
Naiu9 cirea 
1176. 
Ohiit 1230. 



L I I 

8 daughters 
(unnamed). 



Walter de Dun- 
BtanviU (III). 
Had Livery 
21 Aug. 1241. 
OhiU 14 Jan. 
1270. 



^ 1st wife, Dionisia. 
2d wife Bohese. 
Superstes 1279. 



1st husband, Bobert de Montfort^ 
Living 11 Feb. 1270, Oct. 1272. 
DefwncUu 1274. 



i 



' Petronilla de Dunstanvill 
sole daughter and heir. 
Nata 22 Feb. 1248. 
Occurs as a widow 1274. 
Occurs 1284. 
Defltncta 1292. 



: 2d husband, 
John de la Mare. 
Occurs 1292. 
Obiit 1318-4. 



L 



William de Hontfort. 
If^a (Btatem 1292. 
Sold IdsaU 1309-10. 
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occurs are very numerous. From the Wombridge Chartulary I 
select the following. — 

1. The Charter wherein Sir Walter de Dunstanvill is Grantee 
of Richard de Grenhull in a Mill at Grenhull^ and which passed 
between 1241 and 1249.i*« 

2. The Charter whereby Walter de Dunstanvill first granted the 
said Mill to Wombridge Priory^ and which seems to have passed 
between 1260 and 1265.^*7 

8. The Charter whereby Walter de Dunstanvill Tercms again 
grants the same^ and which probably passed between 1265 and 
1269.i« 

4. The Charter whereby Walter de Dunstanvill grants to the 
same the assart which Gilbert Bluet once held of him^ with an 
acre of wood near thereto^ and house-bote, hay bote and free pannage 
in all out- woods belonging to the Manor of Ydeshall ; — at a rent 
of %s}^^ This and the three following deeds I should suppose to 
have passed about 1269. 

5. The Charter whereby the same grants to the same a piece of 
land and wood near the assart of John Stiventon containing twelve 
acres.^^® 

6. The Charter whereby Walter de Dunstanvill Tercius grants 
to the same all his part of that wood which was in dispute between 
him and Thomas Tuschet (Lord of Lee-gomery).^^^ 

7. Charter of the same to the same granting his side of a certain 
rivulet which ran between the wood of the Canons of Wombridge 
and the Grantor's wood of Snelleshull (Snedshill)^ also that wood 
which was in dispute between the Grantor and Grantees, and 



'« Wombridge Chartulary, TU, Oren- 
kulf No. i. — ^Witnesses: Sir John Dun- 
Btanvill (probably Brother of the Ghrantee), 
Sir Walter de Hugford, Sir Richard de 
Sanford, the Lord Prior of Wombridge, 
Sir Walter de Kemberton, Sir Yvo de 
Brocton. (Vide Supra, p. 92.) 

'^ Ibidem, No. xi. — ^WitneeBes : Sirs 
William deHugford, Roger de Pyrelesdon, 
Walter de Fedwarthin, Elnights; Ralph 
de Stanford (probably Sanford), John de 
Frese, Thomas de Brocton, Roger Bees 
(Begesore) of the same, Robert Corbet 
(of Moreton), John de Stiyenton. 

^* Ibidem, No. ij. — ^Witnesses: Sir 
Robert de Halegtone, Sir John Fitz Hugh, 
Sir Walter de Fedwrthyn, Sir John Fitz 



Aer, John deErcalwe, John de Stiyenton, 
Herbert de Wyke. 

i« lhidem,TU,Lesf*^JPriorUetIdeshale, 
No. iij. — ^Witnesses : Sirs John de Erua- 
lew, John Fitz Aer, John Fitz Hugh, 
Walter de Fedewardin, Knights ; Thomas 
Corbet of Hedleg, Robert de Staunton, 
John de Stiyinton. 

"® Ibidem, No. iiij. — Witnesses : Sirs 
William de Hugfordand most of the last, 
also Robert Corbet of Morton, John de 
Stiyenton Bailiff of Edeshall (Idsall), 
and Oliyer de la ElnoU. 

*** Ibidem, No. xlj. — ^Witnesses : same 
as No. iij (note 149), adding Michael de 
Morton and Herbert de Wyke. 



^ 
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license to make a stank and water-banks (agistiamenta aqnse) on 
his land of Stamford in Watlingstrete^ &c.^^^ 

In the nature of a Monastic Charter is the Convention^ which in 
82 Henry III (1247-8), this Walter de Dunstanvill, Lord of 
Ideshale, came to with Nicholas Abbot of Buildwas, and the 
Convent thereof. Thereby the Abbot, &c. conceded to Walter 
and his heirs the vill of Upton which they (the Monks) had from 
Alan de la Zuche. Walter and his heirs were in turn to pay the 
Abbot and his Successors a-half-yearly rent of 20». at the Church 
of Ideshale, and he charges the said rent on the following of his 
free-tenants, viz. on Herbert de Wyke 17*. per annum, for a virgate 
which he held in Wyke ; on Bichard de Castello 8*. for a virgate 
which he held at the Castle; on Thomas Golding 6*. for half- 
a- virgate in Wyke ; on the Prior of Wombridge 2s. for an assart 
in Lega; on Robert the Provost 4«. for half-a- virgate in Wyke; 
on John Mugleston 3s. for ten acres at Woodhouse; and on Oliver 
de EnoUe Is. for a virgate in Enolle. 

Besides these rent-charges Walter quit-claimed to the Abbot, &c. 
a rent of 4». which he was used to receive from said Abbot, &c. 
for the heath of Hathtone (Hatton); he gave them also pasture for 
300 of their sheep (reckoning by the long hundred), being at their 
granges of Hatton and Ruckley, within these boundaries (except 
in com and meadowland), viz. from the land of Hattone along the 
King's highway which leads from Bishopeswey to the vill of Upton, 
and thence along the same road to Stauntone, and so under 
Stauntone along the ditch which is called Sparkmore, descending 
down to Womh (Worf ) and thence to Ruckley -bridge. 

A Charter of general confirmation to Lewes Priory is rubricated 
in the Chartulary of that House as the Deed of this Walter. 
Thereby he concedes the land of Nytembre for the souls' health of 
himself, his wife Dionisia, and his Ancestors, who before gave the 
said land. He also concedes the Church of Wynterburn, the tithes 
of Scaldeford (Shalford), a pension of 20*. receivable by the Priory 
from the Rector of the Church of Bernham, and the Chapel of 
Gretham.i* 



"* Ibidem, No. xix. — Witnesses: ex- 
actly as No. iij (note 149). 

"» Rot. Cart. 20 Edw. I, n. 41, per 
Inapex. The original is printed Mo' 
nasticon, y, 357; y; as inspected by 
Petronilla de Montford, DunstanYille's 



daughter, about the year 1274. The 
witnesses belong to her Inspeximus. 

"* Cotton Vespasian, F, xv, fo. 126.— 
Carta Walteri tertii de Donstanvilla, 
Walter de DunstauYill (111) may haYe had 
a kind of seigneury at Winterbome and 
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Some Manorial Deeds of this Walter de Dunstanvill shall be 
given under Upton, to which Township they probably refer. I 
should here state, that, as by the last recited Charter, the name of 
one of his wives was Dionisia, so must he have been married more 
than once; for the name of his widow and last wife was Rohese. 

The latter appears to have had her dower in Great Iselham 
(Cambridgeshire). She was living in 1279, when Master Giles de 
Bridport, her Tenant at Iselham, is returned as holding the Manor 
under her, whilst she had held it of the heirs of Walter de Dun- 
stanvill, and they of the heirs of Pitzalan.^^^ 

Petronilla, daughter and sole heir of the last Dunstanvill, was, at 
her Father's death, wife of Bobert de Montfort, who thus in her 
right became Lord of Idsall and other great estates. These he 
enjoyed not long for he was deceased in the year 1274. 

In the interval, that is at the County Assizes of September 1272, 
Robert de Montfort was returned by the Brimstree Jurors, as a 
defaulter in due attendance.^^^ 

As Robert Monteforde Lord of Ideshale, and for the souls' health 

of himself, his wife Petronilla, and all his children and Ancestors, 

he granted to Wombridge some small additions to Walter de Dun* 

stanviirs grants, in the wood of Wyke, and in the direction of 
Stirchley-wood.^'^7 

Robert de Montfort dying, as I have said, in or before 1274, his 
wife Petronilla had sole lAvery of her estates.^^ 

It was probably during her widowhood, that Petronilla de Mont- 
ford inspected and confirmed her Father's agreement with Buildwas 
Abbey, as before recited.^^' 

Her eldest son William de Montfort was, at the time of his 
Father's death, and for long after, a Minor. Petronilla very soon 
remarried to John de la Mare. 



Shalford, but clearly nothing more. TIub 
deed is attested by Sir William de Wys- 
tereston, Hugh * * turmi, Balph de 
Stapeham, Henry le Flemeng, &o. whose 
names, not belonging to Shropshire, do 
not enable me to judge of its date. 

"« Rot, Sund, ii, 497, 504. The entry 
which describes another Tenant as then 
holding under Walter de Dunstanyill him- 
self is a mere inaccuracy of expression. 

^ PlacUa Corona, 56 Hen. III,memb. 
22 dorso. 



"7 Charhilary, TU. Lega Prioria, <fc. 
No. 1. — Witnesses: John de Stiyenton, 
Herbert de Wyke, Walter Marescall^ 
Oliver de Knoll, Bichard Filter Noster. 

**^ DugdaWa JBaronoffe, i, p. 591. 

"» Sot. Cart. 20 Ed. I, n. 41. The 
witnesses of PetronilIa*s deed were Sir 
Henry de Pembruge (of Tong), Sir Walter 
de Pedwardin, Sir John Fitz Philip (of 
Bobbington), Sir Hugh de Weston, 
Knights; Malcolm de Harley, Master 
John de Cherlton. 



IDSALL, OR SHIPFNAL. 



301 



In 1284, under the name of Petronilla de la Mare, her liberties 
in regard to the Forests of this district seem to have been matter 
of inquiry.^^^ 

At the time of the County Assizes, October 1292, Petronilla 
being dead, John de la Mare was questioned as to his right of 
hsmng Assize of bread and beer. Stocks, infangthefy a fair, a market, 
and firee-warren in the Manor of Ideshale. His Attorney pleaded 
that John de la Mare was Tenant of the Manor by the Law of 
England ; that it was of the inheritance of William de Montfort, 
without whom, as being under age, he would not answer. The 
Crown prosecution was therefore ordered to remain till William de 
Montfort should come of age. 

At the same Assizes " Petronilla de Montfort's " former Tenure 
in Ideshall was returned as worth £80 per annum}^^ 

In 3 Edw. II (1309-10), John de la Mare, of Bradwell (as he 
was called from his own estate in Essex), was still holding Idsall, 
by courtesy of England, when William de Montfort sold the Manor 
to Bartholomew de Badlesmere,^^^ who indeed purchased from him 
Adderley, and all, or almost all, his other estates. 

About four years later, viz. in 7 Edw. II (1313-14), died John de la 
Mare ; — and thus ends a history of nearlj^two centuries, which con- 
nected the Manor of Idsall with the name and race of Dunstanvill. 

I will follow the subject no later, except to remark that, coin- 
cidently with its change of Lords, the Manor appears to have been 
first described by its other name of Shiffnal. Thus Bartholomew 
de Badlesmere, in 9 Edward II, obtained a Charter to hold two 
Fairs in his Manor of '^ Suffenhale,'^ and a contemporary grant of 
free-warren in his Manor of "Ideshale/^ ^^ 



The Genealogy whioh I have given for Punstanvill is so different firom one which 
rests on other authority that I cannot quit the subject without stating some points 
at least in what I will for the present assume to be an authentic account. — 



^^ Calendar of IngvisiHons^ voL i, 
p. 85. 

^^ Plaeita CorofUB, 20 Edw. I, memb. 
23, 22. Mr. Dukes' account (pp. 141, 
193) would make it appear that Petronilla 
was living at the time of these Assizes. 

John de la Mare had himself obtained 
the King's Charter of Free Warren in 
11 Edw. I (1283), and for the foUowing 
Manors, viz. Idshall and Adderley (Salop), 
Cumbe, Coleme, Sterte, Heytesbuiy, and 

II. 



Herdecote (Wilts), Iselham (Cambr.), 
and Bergham (Sussex), all his wife's 
Manors; also in Micham (Surrey), Brad- 
well (Essex), and Bergholt (Suffolk), 
which were his own (Roi. Cart, 11 Edw. I, 
No. 24). 

^"2 Dukes' Antiquities, page 194. 

1® Sot. CaH, 9 Edw. II, No. 57. The 
same document shows Badlesmere to be 
Lord of Adderley, Castlecomb, Coleme, 
Heytesbury, Sterte, and Herdecote. 
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This is a MS. Pedi^rae of DunstaiiTill, at the British Moseam, marked— << P. 4.** 
It is apparently the work of a Herald, and belonged to, or was written by, one of the 
Wriotheslejs, three of whom bore office in the College of Arms in the reigns of 
Edward IV, Bichard III, and Henry YII. The principal points in which this 
Heraldic Pedigree differs from or ag^rees with the one I o£fer are these, yiz. that 
Bainold (Reginald) de Dunstanrill married Athelixa daughter of Reginald de Warren, 
Brother of William 2d Earl Warren ; — that said Rainold was Baron of Gasteloomb, 
that he granted in Waston to Tewkesbury, and that he died 3 April, 2 Hen. II (1156) ; 
— ^that AtheUza hia wife died 1 May, 4 Hen. 11 (1158); that she was buried at 
Tewkesbury, and that her heart was buried at Gastel-Acre (a OeU of Lewes, in 
Norfolk) ; — that the son and heir of Rainold and Atheliza was a second Rainold 
de Dunstanvill who died at Wilton in 80 Hen. II (1184), and who by his wife 
Isabella daughter of R * * * of Tholouse had a son Walter de DunstanTill, Baron 
of Gastel-Combe, whose wife was Ursula daughter of Reginald Earl of Cornwall ; 
that the second Walter de DunstanriU, son of Walter (I) and Ursula, manied 
Matilda daughter of William Earl Marescall, and had by her a son and heir, the 
third Walter; — that Walter de DunstanTill (III) married Isabella daughter of 
Thomas de Clare Earl of Gloucester (a person whose existence is not elsewhere 
recorded), and that their only child Petronilla, married to Robert Montfort, had by 
him a Son and Heir, William, who **sold by fine his lands and possessions to 
Bartholomew de Badlesmere in 3 Edw. II." 

Now there is something in this account which indicates that the Compiler had, to 
a certain extent, consulted the same authentic documents as those which I have 
quoted in my own narratiye. There is something also which impHes a reference to 
other authentic documents, not indeed specified by the Compiler, nor ever seen by me, 
but which for the present we will presume him to have used honestly. 

But this Pedigree inyolves a tlfird class of assertions, directly contradictory of facts 
which I have advanced on what appeared to me sound authority ; and these assertions 
are supported by written documents, — by professed copies of original Deeds. 

A better primd facie guarantee of honesty could not be offered. Here, then, are 
Wriothesley's Vouchers — The first is a Mandate of King John — "John, D. G. &c., to 
the Sheriff of Wiltshire, greeting. Whereas Reginald late Earl of Cornwall, by fine 
levied in our Court at Westminster, in the 8th year of the Lord Richard late King 
of England, acknowledged that a moiety of the Manor of Colem and a third part of 
the Manor of Addersley in your County, were the right of Walter de Dunstanville 
and of Ursula his wife, daughter of the said Earl, Father and Mother of Walter 
de Dunstanville now living, and whose heir he (Walter II) is, as a gift in frank 
marriage, the which moiety Sir Richard Marischall now holds, and the which third 
part aforesaid William Beauchamp occupieth, — We command you, &c., that you make 
known to the said Richard and William that they are to appear before our Justices 
on the Morrow of All Souls (Nov. 3) if they have aught to say on their parts why 
execution of the aforesaid moiety and third part should not be made according to the 
aforesaid Concord. And you are to have there the names of those summoned, &c*' 

To say that this document does not remain on any existing Roll of John's reign, to 
raise a question whether it may not have formed a part of one of the lost Rolls, to 
criticize its want of date and other technical informalities, is but to trifle with the 
truth. It is a detestable forgery, for Reginald Earl of Cornwall, whom it allies to 
have been Recognizor in a Fine levied in 8 Ric. I (1196-7), died in 1175.*** 

Whether Wriothesley himself adopted or concocted this document is a matter of 
small importance to us now, — a question only as to the credulity or dishonesty of a 

"^ Almost certainly, too, Walter de Dunstanvill (I) was dead before 8 Ric. I (1196-7). 
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Yery anoiant Henld, It snggeBto however the idea that Yinoent and Dagdale may 
baye derived their information, about the marriage of Walter de Dunstanvill (I) and 
Ursula^ from this, or some other equally spurious and too hastily adopted, authority. 

The mention of Addersley in the forged Charter is also curious. The Forger seems 
to have had some indistinct knowledge of a place so named having belonged to Walter 
de Dunstanvill, though he did not know that it was in Shropshire, and that Walter 
was Lord thereof before 1190. 

Another Wriothesley Voucher exhibits '* B^ginald Earl of Cornwall as releasing an 
annual rent of £10, which he had, out of the Manor of Combe, to Walter de Dun- 
etanville his son-in>law in frank marriage." 

Nothing is given whereby we may test the genuineness of this document. It is 
rather plausible than otherwise, for Reginald Earl of Cornwall was sometime Lord of 
Castle-Combe, and Walter de Dunstanvill, after the Earl's death, obtained the whole 
Manor. 

The third Voucher runs thus : — 

**The Market of Combe was conceded to the first Walter de Dunstanvill by King 
Henry II, as is plain by Letters Patent having a cord of red silk (ut patet per litteras 
patentee habentes rubeam sericam).'* 

A grant of Market under Letters Patent of Henry 11 would, I believe, be a solecism ; 
but, passing that question, I find that Cumbe did not belong to Walter de Dunstan- 
vill (I) till after the death of Henry II. 

The fourth document says, that '' the Market of Colem on Fridays was granted to 
Walter son of the aforesaid Walter, by King Henry III." 

The Charter Rolls of that King do not, I think, corroborate this statement. 
However, it may be true. 

The fifth Voucher is a deed — 

** Know all men, &c., that I, Walter Secundus de Dunstanville, for a marriage to be 
had between Robert de Dunstanvill my Nephew, son of John my Brother, and Gracia 
de Bohun, sister of the venerable Lord, Earl of Hereford, have given, &c., to the said 
Chmcia £50. of rents issuing out of the Manors of Coleme and Heytesberye in Com. 
Wiltes, to hold all her life in name of dower. The witnesses are Robert de Dunstan- 
ville my younger Brother, Roger de Budeston, Reginald de f^loppe." 

This Charter is in itself suspicious, and more so from its appearance in bad 
company. The testing clause is introduced in a manner not in use in the thirteenth 
Century. It was very miusual for a Grantor to be so minute in describing relation- 
ships, however such a practice might suit the convenience of later Genealogists. — 

I doubt much whether the second Walter de Dunstanvill had two, or even 
one Brother. 

The sixth and last document informs us that — 

''The Market of Heytesbery was conceded to Walter de Dunstanvill and Dame 
Matilda his wife, daughter of William Marescall Earl of Pembroke, by King John in 
his 16th year, as appears by Letters Patent and Charter marked thus " — (a mark is 
here added indicating the original documents implied). 

Here again we have a genealogical statement quit« unusual to a grant of Market. 
Moreover, it is almost certain that the Earl of Pembroke of this period had no such 
daughter as Matilda, thus announced. However, in this case, as a consequence of a 
date being given, we are enabled to refer to the enrolment of King John's Charter. — 

It is found to have passed at Marlborough on Feb. 7, in his sixteenth year (1215). 
It is enrolled both on the Close and Charter RoUs.*"— Not a word does either Copy 
of the Gl-rant say about Matilda or any other wife of the Grantee ! 

»« Clous, i, 186 ; Bot Chart, p. 205 (Hardy). 
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We may hoe dismuB this tiMne of frkifioMtkni and fof^Biy. That Terf andenC 
Sdiool of Henldrj which onginated sneh docomente is perhaps extinct. Qenealogj 
and Heraldrj, apart from their moral and historical uses, are degraded studies.''' 
How can that be of moral use which perrerts truth, and ministen to the worst fonn 
of fimiilj pride? How can that be an aTailaUe element of History wbicfa poisons the 
TCfy fountains of History itself ? 



The Manor of Idsatl inyolved many Townships or Members^ 
held by Tenants of various rank and importance. Before I speak 
of any of these I will give account of — 

EVELITH— 

which, though locally situated within Idsall Manor, is not known 
ever to have been a member thereof. 

Its Domesday stains is very uncertain. Our next subsequent 
notice of it would make it a separate Manor, or associate it with 
Hatton rather than IdsalL 

We have still later and stronger indications that it was an out- 
lying Member of Moreton (now Moreton Corbet). If this were 
the case at Domesday, Turold w£Q have been its first Norman Lord 
and Hunnit and Uluiet his Tenants ; but that Record makes no 
mention of any outlying member of Moreton. Such an omission 
is however by no means negative of the connexion.^®^ 

The Tenure was perhaps at Domesday a complex or a disputed 
one. In a case of such uncertainty it is better to follow the rule 
suggested by situation. I therefore treat of Evelith under Idsall. 

I have set forth under Hatton the Deed whereby Adam Traynel 
of Hatton granted to his Nephew Ivo, '^his Manor of Ivelith as well 
in Ivelith as in Hynynton, at an annual rent of a red rose.'' — 

I have treated this Deed as one of debatable antiquity, but to 
which I was myself inclined to assign a very ancient date, viz. the 
earlier half of the twelfth Century. 

In the end of that Century, we have several notices of Evelith 



iM For some remarks on the falsification 
of written documents I refer to Mr. Blake- 
way's Preface to the Sheriff's of Shropshire 
(page yi) ; also to the same Author (His- 
tory of Shrewsbwy, voL i, p. 309, note) 
for a statement of the moral uses of 
G^ealogical research. 

^ It is the general rule of Domesday 



to mention by name any such outlying 
members of a Manor as may have lain 
in another Hundred. As regards Mor^- 
ton and Erelith this rule would not apply; 
for, whether we consider firelith a member 
of Moreton or of Idsall, it was equally 
within the district described in Domesday 
as Basohercb Hundred. 
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or its owners ; but none of them connected in any manner with 
the said Deed. — ^This, by the way, is a further reason for attributing 
to that Deed a greater antiquity. 

I will now notice indifferently, except as regards chronology, the 
circumstances which exhibit Evelith as a member of Moreton rather 
than of Idsall. 

Hunnit with Ms Brother (Uluiet) held Mortone in Saxon times. 
At Domesday they stiU continued to hold it, but under Turold its 
Norman Lord. I have mentioned, under Willey, that several Manors 
which were thus held by Hunnit and Uluiet at Domesday were after- 
wards held by Toret (another Saxon) and by Toret^s descendants.^^ 

Thus it was with Moreton and with Evelith, for Toret and his 
representatives will appear to have held Moreton under Turold or 
his representatives ; and Evelith was eventually, if not primarily, 
held in the same feudal ratio, 

Toret the Saxon, living in the time of Edward the Confessor, 
noticed in Domesday, and surviving in the early part of the 12th 
Century, was undoubtedly the progenitor of a family which took its 
name of Toret or Fitz Toret firom him. Whether Peter Fitz Toret 
who lived in the last half of that Century was the grandson or great- 
grandson of Toret, I will not attempt to decide. His son he can 
hardly have been.^** ^ 

From the year 1160 to the year 1194, the name of Peter Fitz 
Toret is constantly occiurring in connexion with Shropshire places or 
Shropshire men ; but in far the greater number of instances this 
Peter appears as a follower, a witness to the deeds of, or as a Knight 
of Walter de Dunstanvill (I) Lord of Idsall. But it is more than 
probable that he was DunstanvilFs Tenant, not indeed at Evelith, 



*" Supra^ page 49. 

i^ l^othing has been a more fruitful 
aouroe of genealogical paradox than the 
mistaken idea which some Writers seem 
to hare entertained with regard to the 
personal nomenclature of the twelfth Cen- 
tury. The Norman Aristocracy of that 
period adopted a system which, though in 
idea patronymic, was in practice anything 
else. In short, if I may coin the words, 
it was equally avonymic or proavowfmic, 
or something higher still. 

Thus (and merely for example), if we 
hear of Corbet before Domsaday, and of 
Aloher or Odo at Domeaday^ and then 
hear of Roger Fitz Corbet in 1160, or of 



Bobert Fitz Aer (Alcher), or Soger Fitz 
Odo in 1165, — and if we forthwith con* 
dude that the last three were sons of the 
first three, we shall probably be only in 
degree less mistaken than those who might 
conclude that Peter Corbet, or Hugh Fitz 
Aer, or William Fitz Odo, of the fourteenth 
oentury, were also Sons of the same ori- 
ginal founders of a race. — 

The term "filius" or "Fitz," as gene- 
rally used in the twelfth Century, means 
"descendant o^" not " son of ;"— but in 
some exceptional cases a strictly patrony* 
mic nomenclature, like that of the Welsh, 
seems to haye obtained among the 
Iformans. 
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bat at Hem and Hiimiiigtofii and perhaps elsewhere. Of that we 
shall have to speak hereafter. 

Here it should be noticed how that in some late appearances of 
Peter Fitz Toret he is accompanied by Philip and Bartholomew 
his sons, how also, in the latest of all, Bartholomew alone is his 
Father's attendant. 

The inference is that Philip died in his Father's lifetime and 
without issue, for Bartholomew certainly succeeded to Peter. 

As I have thus far been able to connect Peter Fitz Toret with 
Dunstanvill, Lord of Idshall, rather than with ETeliih, so now shall 
I show Bartholomew Fitz Toret rather in association with Evelith 
than with DunstanviU or Idsall. 

On April 28, 1200, Emma Fita Roger is suing, at Westminster, 
Bartholomew Fitz Peter, the Tenant, for one carucate of land in 
Ivelithe, under writ of mort d'ancestre. The Recognizors making 
default, the cause was adjourned till the King's Justices should 
be in those parts.^^^ 

I find no conclusion of this suit, but during the next thirty-five 
years one Gerard Fitz Toret is fi^uently occurring in this neigh- 
bourhood either under that name or as Gerard de Ivelith. He, 
I doubt not, was a younger Brother of Bartholomew, and also his 
Under-Tenant at Evelith., 

He has already been mentioned as attesting grants of Roger la 
Zouche and Philip de Burwardsley to Buildwas, and also a Brockton 
deed of William Cocus. 

Furthermore, Bartholomew de Moreton (that is Bartholomew Fitz 
Toret or Fitz Peter) and Gerard de Yvelith attest a grant which 
Richard, son of Richard Corbet (Bartholomew's Son-in-law), made 
to Buildwas Abbey before 1225 ;^7i and in 1229 both witnesses again 
appear in company, and, as Knights, superintending a Convention 
to which Madoc de Sutton was a party.^^a 

Bartholomew Fitz Toret appears to have deceased before 1235. 



170 Bot. Owrim Begia^ roL ii, p. 199. 
Two of the Beoognizon named m De- 
fikultera were Bobert de Belmes and 
Nicholas de Bolincliall (Boningale). 

^ MonaHicon, t, 858, No. is. The 
additional witness is supplied from the 
original BolL 

^ Charter in possession of Mr. G^rge 
Morris. This GonTention, as well as the 
last-named Buildwas Deed, are also at- 



tested by Qeofflpej de Foleyille, a Knight, 
and whose concern in this neighbourhood 
I cannot particularize. I cannot however 
help connecting the name with that of 
Baldwin de Frolayill, or Fredevill, and 
Boger de Freteville, or Frala-Yilla, whom 
we haye seen with Peter Fits Toret and 
his Sons attesting Walter de Dunstanyill's 
Deeds of the prerious Century. 
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I omit to say here mach that still remains to be said of his Ancestry 
and Succession both in this and other Counties. His Shropshire 
estates passed with his daughter to Richard Corbet of Wattles- 
borough^ her husband; and in course of time to Robert Corbet their 
Son. Robert Corbet^ Lord of Wattlesborough^ Sec. in right of his 
Father and of Moreton Toret (afterwards Moreton Corbet) and 
Evelith; in right of his Mother, had succeeded before 1255. His 
connection with Evelith made him frequently a visitant here and 
probably an occasional resident, for he certainly held the estate 
partly in demesne. We have seen him attesting the Charters of 
Walter de Dunstanyill (III) Lord of Idsall, and his name appears 
in other Deeds concerning this neighbourhood. 

At the County Assizes (September 1272), the Brimstree Jurors 
reported that John Ivelithe had broken open the Grange of Robert 
Corbet. The accused was outlawed.^78 tj^^ Tenure-Roll of 1284, 
commonly known as ^'Kirby^s Quest,'^ says under Brimstree 
Hundred that '^ Robert Corbet holds one virgate in Yevelye of the 
Lord of Moreton ' Tubaud,^ but that the Inquisition (from which 
the Roll was framed) did not mention whom the said Lord (of 
Moreton) held under." — 

That the Scribe who wrote this entry meant to present by 

'^ Moreton Tubaud," the place at first cidled Moreton Toret and 

afterwards Moreton Corbet, is evident, and his ignorance of the 

seigneural Lord is compensated by the entry under Moreton itself, 

where it is said that, — *' Robert Corbet holds the vUl of Moreton 

with its members, viz. Preston in Pymhill Hundred (t. e. Preston 

Brockhirst), and Ivelithe in Brimstree Hundred, under Reginald 

de Chetewinde, and he (Reginald) holds under Richard Fitz 
Alan."i7i 

A Tenure-Roll of Bradford Hundred, made not three years later 
than the last, repeats the same statement, substituting '^ Ivelynton " 
for " IveUthe,^' " Roger de Chetwene " for " Reginald," and adding 
that '^ Richard Fitz Alan holds (over Chetwind) of the King in capite 
by half a Knight's Fee, and that the Manor is geldable."^^^ 

I have said, under Willey, that the usual representative of Turold's 
Domesday Interest is found to be De Chetwynd in the next succeed- 
ing period. Here is an instance of that fact, as well as of the 



v^ PlacUa Corona, 66 Hen. Ill, Salop, 
memb. 23. 



174 Kirh^'s QueH.—^ndiard Hundred 
— (where Moreton was). 
^^* Tenure EoU, in my poBeeasion. 
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farther observation that Himnit was relatively suooeeded by the 
descendants of Toret. 

At the Assizes of October 1292, Robert Corbet was questioned 
as to the right of Free-Warren exercised by him at Ivelyth. 

He addaced a Boyal Charter of Free- Warren in Morton Corbet 
and Wattlesbnrgh, and averred that Ivelith was an appurtenance of 
Moreton. But Hugh de Louther (the Crown Prosecutor), asked 
that Judgment should be given for the King, because that Ivelyth 
was not named (in the said Charter), and was distant from Moreton 
as much as ten leagues. The Court decided that the aforesaid 
land of Ivelyth should be deprived of Warren (dewarrenetur), and 
found Corbet to be in misericordid?^^ 

An Inquisition on the death of Robert Corbet of Moreton, was 
ordered by writ of Nov. 14, 1300. The return is sadly defiiced, but 
is sufficiently legible to show him as having held " Ivelith under 
John de Chetwynd/'i77 

A Chapel existed some time at Evelith. Its site was pointed 
out at the close of the last Century.^"® — 

A field adjoining the spot where the Manor House formerly stood 
is still known as the ^' Chapel Yard.'' 



HINNINGTON. 

This was undoubtedly a member of the Domesday Manor of 
'^Iteshale/' It was subsequently held under the Lords of Idsall, 
by the same men who held Evelith under the Chetwynds. 

Perhaps Hunnit or Hunninc, the usual predecessor of Toret and 
Corbet, was also their predecessor at Hinnington. The latter name, 
anciently written Hunnington, indicates almost as much. If so, this 
is one of a very few instances where a Saxon of so late an era as 
the reign of the Confessor, can be supposed to have given its name 
to any Shropshire locality. 

Adam TrayneFs very early grant to his Nephew Ivo, conveys the 
Manor of Evelith, as if Hinnington were part and parcel thereof. 
That Deed however, probably in consequence of its great antiquity, 
can be coupled with no other known fact, either as regards the 
succession of Traynel or of Hunnit. 



17B Placita Corona, 20 Edw. I, memb. 
23. The Charter of Free Warren adduced 
bj Corbet was granted on March 20, 1284 
(SoL Cart, 12 Edw. I, memb. 49). It 



extended only to his demesne lands in 
Morton-Corbet and Watlesburg. 

^ InqmnUons, 29 Edw. I, No. 45. 

^ Blakeway MSS. 
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I have alluded to the very frequent attestations of Pitz Toret and 
his descendants, which are found in Dunstanvill Deeds. These may 
chiefly be attributed to Peter Fitz Toret's tenure of Hinnington 
and Hem, under the Lords of Idsall. That Baldwin de Hinetun, 
who, with John his Son, attests the Charter of Walter, Son of John 
de Hemes, to Buildwas, was probably Fitz Toret's Under-Tenant 
at Hinnington.^^® — 

The said Charter passed before 1202, and in the succeeding 
period I find John de Hinitun attesting a deed which will be given 
under Upton. I find no other mention of Under-Tenants here, 
but the Inquisition taken on the death of Bobert Corbet of 
Moreton, in 1300, says expressly that he held Hemme and Hynyton 
under John de la Mare.^^ 

And a later Inquisition, taken May 7, 1310, on the death of 
Thomas Corbet of Moreton, is still more explicit. He died seized 
of the " Hamlets of Hemme and Hynyton, within the Manor of 
Ideshale, which were held of Sir John de la Mare, Lord of Ideshale, 
by half a KnightVfee/' ^^ 

THE HEM. 

Nearly all that can be said of the Tenure of this Hamlet has 
been implied under Hinnington. Like Hinnington, it was held 
under the Lords of Idsall, perhaps by Hunnit in the first and 
Toret in the second instance, but more certainly by Fitz-Toret and 
Corbet in the third and fourth. 

John de Hemes, and Walter his Son, who granted to Buildwas in 
the 12th Century, were probably Peter Fitz-Toret's Under-Tenants 
here. Their being also Under-Tenants of Traynel at Hatton, is 
only another phase of that inexplicable connection which associates 
and at the same time conftises the relative histories of Hatton, 
Hem, Hinnington, and Evelith. 

We have further seen John de Hemmes attesting between 1192 
and 1194 (with Peter Fitz Thoret and his Sons) a Grant of the first 
Walter de Dunstanvill, that is, as I take it, the Under Tenant 
attesting with the Mesne Lord a grant of the Seigneural Lord of 
Hem. 

I have little to say more of the family of these Under-Tenants, 
which seems to have decreased in importance. At the Assizes of 

17» Supra, p. 170. "' Inquvtitiont, 8 Edw. II, No. 22. 

"0 Inquitiiiont, 29 Edw. I, Ko. 4&. 
II, 40 
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January 1256^ one John de la Homme sat on the Brimatree Jury. 
At the Assizes of September 1272, John le Enicht was found to 
have disseized Henry Dad of a messuage in Hemme, and William 
de Rnton (Byton) was a Becognizor on the trial but had made no 
appearance. 

WYKE. 

This was a member of Idsall. About the year 1219, Walter de 

Dunstanvill (II) conveys to Shrewsbury Abbey, among other 

rents, one of \2d. payable by Alan the Chaplain, his Tenant in 
Wyches.^82 

Walter Mareschall and Robert de Wikes were perhaps Tenants 
here between 1220 and 1230. 

The next Tenant who occurs is Herbert de Wyke a person of some 
importance and apparently Bailiff to the Lords of Idsall ; for I take 
him to be identical with " Herbert, formerly Bailiff of YdeshaU'* 
who attests a Wombridge Charter between 1227 and 1240;^** and 
Herbert Seneschal of Ideshall is found attesting a deed of very little 
earlier date. 

In 1248, Walter de Dunstanvill (III) had three Tenants in Wyke 
whose Quit-Rents he assigned to Buildwas Abbey in part exchange 
for Upton. These were Herbert de Wyke who paid \7s, annual 
rent on a virgate, Thomas Golding who paid 5«. on half-a-virgate 
and Robert the Provost, who paid 4*. on half-a- virgate.^®*. 

For the five years ending October 1254, Herbert de Wyke was 
Agistator of the Royal Forest of Morfe and the Haye of Wellington. 
He attests deeds of this period as Herbert de Ideshal, and, under 
that name, sat as third Juror of Brimstree Hundred at the Assizes 
of 1256. 

Soon after this he died ; for when, in February 1262, the Justices 
of the Forest visited Shropshire they summoned Herbert son and 
heir of Herbert de Wyk (or de Ydeshal) to answer for the five 
years in which his Father had been Agistator }^^ 

From this period for the next twenty years, I find Herbert de 
Wyke and Walter Marshall of Wyke frequent witnesses of local 
deeds. Two of these bear date Oct. 21, 1270, and Aug. 9, 1279. 

In 54 Hen. Ill (1269-70), Walter le MareschaU of Wyke and 
Edith his wife were suing John de Stevinton under writ of novel 

« Salop Charfculary, No. 378. I >" Cart. 20 Edw. I, No. 41. 

» Ohartulary, Tit. Upinton, No. drix. I ^ PlaeUa ForeHa, 46 Hen. Ill, Salop. 
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disseizin, for a tenemcDt in Wyke.^s* In November 1271, Herbert 
de Wyke occurs as a Verderer of the Boyal Forests, and at the 
Assises of September 1272, he and Walter Marescall were Jurors 
of Brimstree Hundred. This Jury reported, inter alia, that Alice, 
wifip of Walter Carter of Bouthton^ had challenged, in the County 
Court, Thomas, son of Herbert de Wyke (probably the Juror's 
Brother) and Bobert de Duddelegh^ for murder of said Walter her 
husband. She had also accused the Abbot of Buildwas of har- 
bouring the murderers. Alice not appearing at the Assizes the 
Abbot and Duddelegh were acquitted, but it was shown that Thomas 
RtB Herbert was dead.^®^ 

Between 1280 and 1292, Herbert de Wyke was succeeded by 
his Son John, who sat as 12th Juror of the Hundred at the 
October Assizes of the latter year, and occurs as a witness of 
various local deeds^ and as a Juror on several Inquests of the next 
twenty-four years ; after which Elyas de Wyke, a Clerk, seems to 
occupy his position. 

Meanwhile, that is on Feb. 23, 1293, a Fine was levied at 
Stafford between Master John de Kenleye, Clerk, complainant 
(querentem), and Bobert de Clone, and Mabel his wife, deforciants, 
of a messuage and twenty acres in Wyk, whereof was plea of 
convention. The Deforciants, relinquished the same^ — to be held by 
the Complainant, of the Lords of the Fee. For this he gave £o}^ 

On Jan. 27, 1297, this same Master John de Kenleye was 
Complainant in a fine levied at Westminster, whereby Boger de 
Orleton^ and Bohese his wife, surrendered to him a messuage 
and twelve acres in Ideshale, whereof was plea of warranty ; — 
to hold of the Lords of the Fee. For this the Complainant paid 

TBILWABDYNE. 

The name of this Hamlet or Tenement is now lost. Its situation, 
however, may be nearly identified, by comparing the different re- 
lations in which it is mentioned. 

Between the years 1220 and 1250, Bobert de Trilwardyne, with 
his name spelt in various ways, is a witness of local Charters, more 
particularly of those which relate to Brockton. 

On July 13, 1253, a Fine was levied at Westminster between 



» Pat. 64 Hon. IH, dorso. 
^ FlaoitaCaramit ^ Hen. Ill, Salop, 
memb. 23 reoto. 



m-^ Ftdes Fimum, 21 & 25 £dw. I, 
Salop. 
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Petronilla^ Widow of Bobert de Trillewardyn plaintiff (petentem), 
and Bobert de Trillewardyn Tenant^ of a third part of forty acres 
in ''^ ^ ehal (probably Idsbal) which Petronilla claimed as reason- 
able dower out of the estate of her former hnsband. Petronilla 
renounced her claim^ and Bobert conceded to her nine acres in the 
same vill (viz. three acres in Bndingfeld^ three acres in Winterfeld, 
and three acres in the field towards Wyk)^ to hold to Petronilla for 
her life, at a rent of one penny.^*^ 

This second Bobert de Trillewardyn occurs occasionally as a 
witness during the next sixteen years ; but on Sept. 29, 1269, he 
would appear to be deceased, for then did Edith, daughter of Bobert 
de Trillewardine, lease to Wombridge Priory all her land within 
and without the vill of Brocton, for twelve years, reserving to her- 
self a house and orchard and certain stipulated shares of the produce 
of the said land.^*^ 

A great part of the district of which we are speaking had, in 
ancient times, been within the jurisdiction of the Boyal Forest. — 

The Perambulation of 1300 recognizes the following vills aod 
hamlets as disforested, viz. the vills of Prioresl^h and Wodehous 
(Woodhouse), a moiety of Drey ton (near Shiffiial),Haghton (Hangh- 
ton). La CnoUe (still traceable in Knowle-Wood), Trillewardyn, 
Wyk a moiety of Hem, the wood of Kembrithton (Kemberton), 
a third part of Sutton (Maddock), a moiety of Brockton, &c. — 

Hence we approximate to the locality of Trilwardyne. 

We have seen Master John de Kenleye a purchaser of land in 
Wyke and Idsall in 1293 and 1297. On June 8, 1301, Thomas 
Skybrass and Burga his wife grant to the same John and his heirs 
their capital messuage and forty acres of land at Trillewardyn in 
the Manor of Ideshale, which formerly belonged to Balph de Ken- 
leye, Father of Burga, and which constituted her share of his 
inheritance ; — to hold of the Grantors and their heirs, rendering 
to them yearly a red rose, and accustomed services to the Lords 
of the Fee.i*^ 



>» Pedes Finium, 37 Hen. Ill, Salop. 

^* Chartulary, Tit, Brocton, No. xxTiij. 
The agreement is attested by John de 
Stiyinton, John de GhvnhuU, Master 
Banulph de Coleham, Clerk ; Adam Fol> 
lard of Lee, Bobert his Son, Walter Cocus 
of Lee, &c. 

*»^ Salop Chartulary, No. 279. Since 
writing the above, I learn that two fields 



of the Haughton Farm are still known as 
the "Big" and "Lesser Tillerdine." They 
are nearly in a line between EuowleWood 
and the Wyke, and precisely where I should 
suppose the Hamlet of Trilwardyne might 
have been. 

'^ Charter in possession of The Bev. 
John Brooke, of Haughton. — It is dated 
at Dublin, and attested by four Justioea 
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The House of Augustine Canons, founded at Wombridge as early 
as the reign of Stephen, acquired its first interest in the Lordship 
of Idsall under grant of Alan de Dunstanvill. 

His gift, described as the land of Eilric de Leis^was subsequently 
increased. His Son Walter gave AynulPs Lee (less intelligibly 
written as '^ Leias Amulsi*') to the Canons. 

These two grants, with some later additions, constituted, I sup- 
pose, the estate afterwards known as Priors Lee. The Canons 
once established in such a position, were not slow to improve it. 
They acquired various parcels of land and other rights in adjoining 
Townships. Some of these have been already instanced in our 
account of the succession of Dunstanvill. Others again will have 
to be noticed under their proper localities. One or two shall be 
mentioned here.— 

About 1260, Thomas, Son of Roger Guest, of Lega, gave the 
Priory a noke of land, in the viU of Lega, whic]^ John de Mocleston 
once held of him.^^* 

About ten years later, and apparently in completion of a previous 
grant of Walter de Dunstanvill (III), Alice, widow of Gilbert 
Bluet, quits all right which she had for life in an assart in the 
Manor of Ydeshall. For this the Priory paid her 20^. in hand, and 
allowed her an annuity of 2^. for her life.^^ 

Again, about ten years later, Thomas de Brocton (of Brockton 
jtuvta Sutton Madok), gave the Priory an annual rent of 5*. 6rf., 
which Robert, called Pollard, of Priors Lee and his heirs were 
bound to pay on half-a-virgate in the said vill of Priors Lee. The 
Canons were to apply this income as follows, viz., 2s, to the work 
of the fabric (the conventual buildings), 2s. to the lights in their 
Church, and 1*. 6rf. to the Convent of the said House, to keep the 
anniversary of the Donor for ever.^^^ 



of the Sing's Bench there. Two Beals, ori- 
ginallj belonging to the deed, are gone. 
The writing is remarkably fine. 

»w Chartulary,2?<.i«^aPri£>m,No.xvj. 
Attested by Madoc de Sutton, Walter de 
Kembricton (he was Hector of Idsall), 
Olirer de Knoll, and Boger de Hadeleg. 

'"* Ibidem, No. V. — ^Witnesses : Adam 
Pollard, Bobert his Son, Alan de Hale- 
heton (Haughton), Walter Cocus, &c. 

*"• Ibidem, No. xlii.— Witnesses : John 



de Stivinton, John Son of Herbert de 
Wyk, William de Devises, Bichard CoUe, 
Bobert de Clone, &c. This grant was after- 
wards confirmed by John, Son and Heir of 
Thomas de Dreyton (read Brocton^ and 
compare, supra, p. 98, note 20). — Wit- 
nesses : John de Stivinton, John Herbert 
of Wyk, William Pater Noster, William 
Hode of Drayton, Bichard Cocua of Legh, 
and Boger Cocus. 
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Previous to the Dissolutioii^ and in 27 Hen. VIII (1585-6), the 
Prior of Wombridge returned^ among the annual receipts of his 
House, the following : 

Rents of 7 Messuages in Priores Lees . , . , £8. 19*. 4rf. 
Rents of 2 Water-mills and 2 Cottages in Shefi&iall . 5. 68. Sd}^ 

The Total of £14. 6s., thus stated to arise from the Prior's pos- 
sessions within the Fee of Shiffnal, ia not very inconsistent with 
the more detailed Ministers' Accounts of the following year. 

In the latter are enumerated £ s. d. 

Rents of Tenants-at-will in ShyfFenall 8 

Rent of Land and Cottage at Ihrior^s Lye .... 1 9 
Perm of Land and Messuage at Prior's Lye ... 7 12 2 

Perm of a Mill in Idsall Park 3 

Perm of a Mill at ShiffenaU 2 



Total 



£14 9 2i« 



LEE BARVA OR LEONARD'S LEE. 

This was another member of Idsall, taking its distinctive name 
of Leonard's Lee, from an early possessor, the Tenant of Dun- 
stanviU. 

The situation of the vill is not to be identified by any existing 
name. Its whereabout may be however surmised from one or 
other of the following particulars. — 

At the Forest Assize of 1180, Thomas de Legh fines Is. 6d. for 
an imbladement (3 acres of oats) within Jurisdiction of the 
Fore8t.i»» 

This Thomas was I doubt not the same person who under the 
name of Thomas de Leis attests one Charter of Walter de Dun- 
stanviU (I), and who in another Charter is mentioned as Thomas de 
Lehes, and as owner of land near the Grantor's wood of Lehes. 

I think also that Walter de Lega and Leonard his Brother, who, 
before the year 1194, witness two other Charters of the same 
Baron, were sons of this Thomas, attesting in their Father's life- 
time ; for at the Forest Assizes of March 1209, both Thomas de 
Legh and Walter son of Thomas de Lega, are assessed under what 



^ Valor BccleHatticM, iii, 194. 

*•• MonatHcony yi, 891, No. ii. 

^"0 Forest Pleaa^ Salop, No. 1. The 
line taken by the Record Bcems to be lil- 
leehall, Tibberton, L^h (as in the text). 



Eetlej, and Stirchley. All these, at weU 
as Kemberton, Bawley, Lawley, IdsaU 
(and its members), and Leegomery, were 
within Bego/rd of the Forest of Mount 
GUbert. 
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is called a " Regard of Mount Gilbert/' that is a statement of the 
liabilities of those^ who living within jurisdiction of the Forest of 
the Wrekin, had made purpresture, imbladement, or other encroach- 
ment on the King's rights. Thomas de Lee seems to have been 
eventually succeeded by his second son Leonard, from whom this 
vill derived its distinctive name. 

About the year 1219, Walter de Dunstanvill (II) in composition 
of the claim which Shrewsbury Abbey had to the Advowson of 
Idsfdl, assigned to the monks 27^, annual rent, chargeable on 
several of his Tenants. — 

A sum of 2s. receivable from Leonard de Leges in respect of his 
fee of Leges was thus assigned.^^ 

In November 1220, Leonard de Jjega was a Juror in the great 
suit then pending about the Advowson of Tong. 

Soon after this, Osbert Lord of Stirchley, granting a parcel of 
land to Wombridge, within the Fee of Stirchley, mentions among 
the boundaries of the said parcel a meadow which belonged to 
Richard Fitz Ralph of Parva Legh, and a fence which ran between 
Leonard's Ley and Stirchley Wood. Sir Leonard de Ley himself 
stands first witness to this grant.^^^ 

Another Wombridge Charter which passed in or after the year 
1231, is attested by men of knightly d^ee, and last of all by Leonard 
de Lega and Walter his Son.^ 

At the same time a deed which will be quoted under Upton, and 
which certainly passed in or before 1232, is attested by Walter de 
Lega, whom I therefore take to have succeeded his Father about 
this time. Ten years later, and we have Henry son of Leonard de 
L^a as his Father's, or rather Brother's, Successor; — ^for on 
November 18, 1240, a Fine was levied at Salop between WiUiam de 
Eyton and Matilda his Wife, Plaintiffs, and Henry Fitz Leonard, 
Tenant, — of a third part of six acres of lands and two messuages in 
Parva Legh, whereof was suit of mort cPancestre. — William and 
Matilda relinquished, for themselves and for the heirs of Matilda, all 
right in the premises and in all lands of Henry ; for which the 
latter paid them four merks.^ 

I should imagine from what follows, that this Matilda was a 
Sister or Half Sister of Henry de L^h ; for on January 27, 1249, 
Johanna and Nicholaha de Legh, who certainly stood in one of 

*» Salop ChartuUiy, No. 878. I *" Ibidem, No. ix. 

»> Chartnluy, 2^. Xtf^aiViom, No. xl. | *" P^« IVminii, 25 Hen. Ill, Salop. 
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those relations to Heniy^ released^ for five merks^ some lands in 
Stirehley to the Abbot of Buildwas ; ^o* and on January 27, 1256, 
a Fine was levied between Nichola^ daughter of Leonard de Lega, 
Plaintiff, and Henry de Leye^ Tenant^ of two virgates in Parva Legh 
whereof was suit at law. Henry surrendered the premises, to hold 
to Nichola and her heirs, of the Lords of the Pee. In return Nichola 
conceded half the land which she had hitherto held in the same 
vill, viz. half-a-virgate which Richard Pitz Ralph (whom we have 
heard of before) sometime held, and the messuage which Roger, 
Parson of Styrchley, sometime held, and the messuages, &c. formerly 
held by Adam Hubert, Alan Hubert, and Richard Stok ; to hold 
to Henry and his heirs, of Nichola and her heirs, at a penny 
rent.^ofi 

At the same Assizes at which this Fine was levied, other suits 
which concerned the same family were in progress ; and though 
they did not relate to the locality now under notice it will be better 
to introduce them here. — 

Joanna de Leye and Nichola her Sister sued under writ of 
Mart d'ancestre for two merks annual rent in Weston, which 
they alleged Leonard their Father to have died seized of, and 
which "William de Forde withheld from them. The latter offered 
a fine of half-a-merk to the Crown that he might have a '^good 
Assize," Thomas Boterel and * * * de Overton being his Sureties. 
It was found that Leonard had not died thus seized, for that the 
rent was the marriage portion of Joanna, Mother of William de 
Forde, who after holding it for many years surrendered it to her 
said Son for ten merks. The Defendant was dismissed sine die?^ 

In another suit, Sibil wife of Henry de Lega appoints the said 
Henry her Attorney against Robert de la Forde. This seems to 
have been a cause wherein the latter sued the former for a virgate 
of land in Preston (on the Wild-moors), and which Sibil and Henry 
had by grant of Thomas Rabaz.-^ 

In Easter Term 1258, a fine was levied at Westminster between 
Robert de la Forde, Plaintiff, and Thomas Rabaz, whom Henry and 
Sibil had called to warranty, — of a virgate in Preston, and who 
vouched such warranty, — ^Thomas now acknowledged the right of 
Robert, who allowed Thomas to hold the land for life, at a penny 



»* • »» Ibidem. 33, 40 Hen. HI, Salop. 

^^ Salop Asnzet^ 40 Hen. Ill, memb. 8. 
It is difficult to detennine what Weston 
was here alluded to. Aston Bottcrell, 



Oyerton and Ford, are near together, and 
not very &r from Cold-Weston. 
*" Ibidem, memb. 1. 
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rent and performing all capital services ; — but it was to remain to 
Bobert and his heirs.*^ 

About this time Henry son of Leonard de Lega granted to 
Wombridge Priory a parcel of land called Blakesicheshurst with 
the wood thereon. Its boundaries are described minutely, and 
among them are the " water-course of Lestewike under the 
grange of Wombridge/^ and ^^the road which leads to Blackpull."^ 

'' Walter son and heir of Henry, son of Leonard de Lega/' reciting 
that ''Peter, son of Sir Peter de Eyton had granted to the Wombridge 
Canons free right of road through his (Peter's) land of Lega, for 
all their vehicles,'' and calling himself (Walter) " a Comportioner 
in the same vUl of Lega," grants a similar privilege.^^^ 

KNOWLE. 

The situation of this tn//, formerly a member of Idsall, may be 
identified by a small Coppice still called " The Knowl Wood." 

It has been seen how the first Walter de Dunstanvill, about the 
year 1185, granting to Oliver his Harper a rich marriage and 
wardship at Haughton, increased the gift, in terms following :— 

- And together with the aforesaid wardship, I have given and 
conceded to the aforesaid Oliver, for his homage and service, and as 
a forestalment of his release from office (in expectatione Warisonis 
sui), that reputed virgate of land which Achi and Swein, of Knoll, 
have held, and all the assarts which I have given him in Long 
Budigg, up to Sumerlone, as Smelebroc divides them (the assarts) ; 
and quittance of tac and of tol for him and his men ; and (quit- 
tance) of all services and customs ; in fee and inheritaDce ; with all 
the appurtenances; in wood and in field; to hold of me and my 
heirs, by him and his heirs ; rendering therefore yearly, he or his 
heirs to me or my heirs, on Easter-Day, certain Spurs (calcaria), 
or six pence (in lieu thereof) ." *^^ 

Thus 4id Oliver, Minstrel of the Lord of Idsall, become not 
only a Husband and Guardian (advantages which could entail 



«» Pedes Mniumy 42 Hen. Ill, Salop. 

sw Chartulary, TU. Lega Prioris, No. vi. 
WitnesBes: Sir Madocde. Sutton, Philip 
de Pres, Thomaa Rabae, Adam de Pres- 
tone, Balph de Prestone, Adam Pollard, 
Oliver de la Knoll, &c. 

'^ Ibidem, No. xt. Tliis Charter pur- 
ports to be dated at Wombridge, on St. 

II. 



Mark»BDay,"13Edw. I" (April 25,1286). 
It is tested by Roger Oorbet, Reginald de 
Chernese, Roger Carles, Pagan de Preston, 
and John de Appeleie ; a series of wit- 
nesses quite inconsistent with the alleged 
date. The deed passed after 1300 cer- 
tainly, perhaps in 1320 (13 Edw. II). 
»»' Supra, p. 281. 

41 
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nothing on his heirs) but a Feoffee with more permanent in- 
terests. 

Under his, as yet unlocalized, name of Oliver, he has been seen 
to attest the Deed, whereby his Lord bestowed his body in barial 
at Wombridge. 

I think too that it must have been his wife or widow who, under 
the name of Sibil de Halcton, occurs as holding lands within 
Regard of the Forest of Mount Gilbert, in 1209. Be that as it 
may, he or his Son or Grandson, under the one name of Oliver de 
Knolle, continue to occur for about 90 years in this neighbourhood, 
dating from the time of the above Deed. 

Besides their attestations of various Charters, one of these suc- 
cessive Olivers appears in 1248, as holding a virgate of land in 
Knolle, under the third Walter de Dunstanvill, at a shilling rent, 
which rent was then transferred to Buildwas Abbey .^^^ 

At the Assizes of 1256, an Oliver de la Knoll officiated as a Juror 
for Brimstree Hundred ; and the same or another Oliver de Knoll 
attests a Charter of his Lord, Bobert de Montfort, between 1270 
and 1274. 

We have then a Richard de la Knoll attesting a few local Deeds, 
and sitting as a Juror (Sept. 25, 1276) on the Inquest which 
reported about Robert le Strangers disposal of Sutton Maddock. 

From August 9, 1279, to November 12, 1835, 1 find Thomas atte 
KnoUes, or Thomas de la Knolle, a constant witness of local Deeds, 
and on November 17, 1336, this uniformity is interrupted by the 
occurrence of Pagan de la Knolle in a similar position. 

THE CASTLE. 

A Tenement, thus entitled, was by no means the residence of the 
Lords of Idsall ; but one of the smallest members of the Manor, 
still to be traced, as regards name and situation, in the '' Castle 
Farm." 

In 1248, an annual rent of 8«., due from Richard de Castello, on 
a virgate of land, to Walter de Dunstanvill (III), was transferred 
by the latter to Buildwas Abbey .^^^ 

About the year 1270 Emma, widow of Richard de Castre, and 
apparently daughter of Roger de Halaton (Haughton), quits to 
Hugh de Halaton (Son of said Roger) the house which her late 
Husband bought from said Roger, in the vill of Cnolle, with a 
garden and croft adjacent, and two acres of land, one in the field 

213 . «s Cart, 20 Edw. I, No. 41. 
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of Hopemon, and the other towards the Horeston. She also sur- 
renders to the same Hugh three acres of land^ which said Roger 
had given her in. frank marriage.^^* 

At the Assizes of September 1272, the name of Richard de Castro 
was called in question in a matter which concerned several others 
in the neighbourhood, but which may be mentioned here as well as 
elsewhere, though I am not sure whether Richard himself was living 
at the time or whether he had left a successor of both his names. 
William, son of Robert de Divises, had been apprehended and im- 
prisoned on some charge, but, by precept of the King, had been 
given into custody of the following persons (bail for his appearance), 
viz. Richard de Castro in Ideshale, Richard Holegode of Chaffenhale 
(Shiffnal), Robert de Lotwych in the same, Robert Bernehoud in 
Upton, Roger de Howele in Upton, Henry Bluet in Ideshale, Adam 
le Lymer of the same, Adam de Dreyton, Thomas de Brerlakton of 
Staunton, Simon de Ideshall, and Richard de Stapenhull in Wode- 
hous. Now (1272) these Sureties were reported by the Brimstree 
Jurors as not duly producing the accused, so they were found to be 
in misericordid, but at the same time the accused was acquitted of 
any crime.^^^ 

WOODHOUSE. 



A rent of 8^. per annum, payable by John Mugleston for twelve 
acres in Wodehous, was in 1248 assigned by Walter de Dunstanvill 
(III) to Buildwas Abbey .^i^ 

This John de Mocleston has already occurred, about 1260, as a 
Tenant in Priors-Lee. 

The principal Tenants at Wodehous seem, however, to have had 
name from, the place. 

Sometime in the thirteenth century, Henry de Wodehous appears 
to have given towards the lights of the Church of St. Mary and 
St. Leonard of Wombridge some land and 6d. rent, which he had 
purchased from Richard de StapenhuU ^^^ (just mentioned under 
TheCaatle). 

This Henry was, if I mistake not, the same person who, under the 
name of Henry son of Hamund de Wodehus, was Grantee of Robert 
le Strange (of Sutton and Wrockwardine) in the latter Manor. 



21* Charter at Haugbton. — ^WitneBsea : 
John de Styvinton, Herbert de Wyks, 
Oliver de CnoUo, Boger Hod (of Drayton) , 
Alan de Halaton, &c. 



21* Plaeita Coronc^ 56 Hen. 111, Salop, 
memb. 22 dorso. 

21S Cart. 20 Edw. I, No. 41. 
W Monatiicon, vi, 388. 
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This will have been before 1270, but the same person was again 
Grantee of Fulk le Strange, of Blackmere and Wrockwardine, at 
the end of the Century, and also in 1305.^^® 

The Family of this Henry would seem to have been originally of 
Hadley, but I will say more of him under Wrockwardine, where his 
chief property lay. 

Prom July 1296, to May 1306, 1 find one Roger de Wodehous, or 
atte Wodehous, doubtless of this place, and a member of almost 
every local Jury which sat during that interval. 



HAUGHTON. 

In 1180, the Township (villata) of Haleton was fined half-a-merk 
by Justices of the Forest for purpresture. 

About 1185, Roger de Halechtune, Dunstanvill^s Vassal here, 
being dead, the said Baron granted to " Oliver, his Harper, custody 
of the land of the deceased, for his life, together with the Widow of 
the said Roger, whom Oliver had already espoused, with Dunstanvill's 
consent. Also Oliver was to have custody of the heir of Roger, 
and was to take order concerning the said heir according to his own 
will. And this wardship was to be free of tac and tol to Oliver and 
his men, and free of all services except that Oliver was to mew one 
sparrow-hawk annually at his own cost, or to mew a goshawk 
(ostorium) at the cost of his Lord, in which case the Lord's men 
were to provide a cage wherein the bird should be placed." ^^* 

The remainder of this Charter, so illustrative of feudal tenures 
and customs, has been recited under Knowle. The Heir, thus dis- 
posed of, seems to have been that Hugh de Haltun whom we shall 
see attesting an Upton Deed, before 1232. 

Between 1242 and 1248, Roger de Halghton, doubtless of this 
place, was on a Jury which settled certain forest-rights of the 
Abbot of LUleshall.sso 

Between 1248 and 1256, a second Hugh de Alcton or Halighton 
occurs, first as attesting an Upton Deed of Walter de Dunstanvill 
(III), and next as being assessed, about March 1250, for certain 
small parcels of assarted land within the jurisdiction of the Forest. 
In this case, he is described as Hugh de Halighton apitd Ideshal, 



818 Wombridge Chartulary, TO. Lopin- 
ton^ No8. X, xi, viij. Among the witnessos 
of the last deed (1305) is Richard de 
Mokeleeton. 



^ Supra, p. 281. 

«» I'at. 18 Bic. II, p. 1, memb. 7, per 
IfupexHiuu, 
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and before Michaelmas 1254^ he had paid three years arrears of the 
said assessment.^^^ 

Now again a second Roger de Halcton occurs, viz. as a^Juror in 
a Donington Inquest of January 1256, and on a Forest Inquest, 
held at Sheriff- Hales, in October 1259. He is moreover a witness 
of several local deeds at this period. 

This Roger was succeeded by his son, a third Hugh, before 1274; 
for between 1270 and 1274,— 

"Robert de Montford, Lord of Idesale, grants to Hugh de 
Haltone and his heirs, thirteen acres of land in the Manor of 
Idesale, lying between Richard le Hope^s assart and Hotunalle, 
near the assart of Roger Hod (of Drayton), in a place called 
Ulet-hay. — 

For this Hugh paid two merks down, and was to pay an annual 
rent of 6«. in lieu of all services except suit of the Lord^s Court."^^^ 

This same "Hugh de Halaton" has been already noticed as having 
purchased about this period certain premises from Emma, Widow 
of Richard de Castro, perhaps his (Hugh's) Sister.*^ 

In September 1276, Hugh de Halenton sat as second Juror on 
the Inquest as to Robert le Strangers disposal of Sutton. 

On August 9, 1279, an agreement was come to between John de 
Stiventon and Hugh son of Roger de Halhton. John undertook 
that Hugh and his heirs should peaceably hold all assarts within 
the Manor of Hydeshale, which they held at the time of agreement. 
It was also settled in regard to certain woods, plains, roads, paths, 
water-mills, and other liberties (in which the parties seem to have 
had some common interest), that either party should, with consent 
of the other, make improvements. Hugh also gives a similar 
undertaking, as regarded John's assarts, to that which John had 
given. Further, John quitted to Hugh one part of the wood and 
waste which he had in the wood of Wyke from John de Grenhull, 
as the parts were fenced adjacently to Trillewardin. Hugh is to 
pay for this donation an annual rent of 2d, to John and his heirs. 



«» Bot. Pip. 38 Hen. Ill, Salop. 

2» Charter at Haughton. Tested by 
Bobert Ck)rb6t (of Moreton), John de 
Stiventon, Herbert de Wyke, John de 
Grenhul, Walter le Marohal, &c. The Seal 
of this deed is well preserved. It consiets 
of a coat of arms — Bendy of 10, and in 
chief a label of 5 points. The Legend is — 

• * OILLUM ROBEBTI DE MONTEFOBTI. 



*" Contemporary with this Hugh was 
also an Alan de Haughton, perhaps also 
a relation. He (Alan) occurs about 1270 
and in 1276.— 

There was also a Bobert Chop of 
Haught.on, a landholder, Juror, and wit- 
ness oflocal deeds, from 1289 to 1303. His 
name was, I think, afterwards written 
Job. 
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besides 410s. now paid down. Two deeds alternately sealed with 
the seals of each party were written and exchanged.*** 

On September 2, 1281^ King Edward I^ wishing to do the Prior 
of Wombridge a favour, and to relax in his case the stringency of 
the recent Statute of Mortmain, gives him license '*to take in fee- 
farm the mill of Hugh de Halghton in Halghton, at such terms 
as Hugh and the Prior may agree upon between themselves. And 
Hugh may demise the same, saving the rights of any other party/'^^* 

Hii8 permission was not immediately acted upon, perhaps in 
consequence of a dispute which arose between the parties in 
reference to another matter. — 

In Trinity Term 1282, the Prior of Wombridge recovered a right 
of common-pasture in twenty-one acres of Waste, in Halghton and 
Knole, which right was appurtenant to the Prior's tenement in 
Prior's Leigh. And Hugh and his son were in misencordid.^^ — 

This decision seems to have been inconclusive ; for, on October 
20th, 1282, a cause was heard before Ralph de Hengham and his 
Fellow-Justices at Shrewsbury, in which the Prior of Wombridge 
sued Hugh de Halgton and Roger and Henry his Sons, under writ 
of novel disseizin, viz. that they had disseized the said Prior of 
common pasture in Halghton and Knole. Hugh pleaded that 
Robert de Montfort had enfeoffed him and his Sons therein ; but 
nevertheless judgment was given for the Prior .^^ 

On March 18, 1284, a Convention between Philip, Prior of 
Wombridge, and Hugh de Haleston, about Haleston Mill, was at 
length concluded. Hugh gives the same to the Priory, together 
with a water-course which he had recovered under writ of novel 
disseizin against the Lords of Ydeshale, saving to Hugh the fishery 
of said watercourse. The whole to be held in frank and perpetual 
almoign, together with the right of road which Hugh had obtained 
by gift and charter of John de la Mare, Lord of Ydeshale. Hugh 
is to make no other mill within the Manor of Ydeshale, nor to grind 
elsewhere; he is to allow earth for repair of the watercourse and 
other easements. The Prior in return grants to Hugh and his heirs 



"* Chyrograph at Haughton.— Wit- 
nessefl : Philip de Beckebur, John de Frees, 
Alan de Kembriton, Herbert de Wyk, 
Walter Marescall of Wyk, Thomas att 
Knolles, Roger Hod of Draiton, Bichard 
Pater-noster of Drayton, Walter de Staun- 
ton, Master Bobert of Bruges, Clerk ; 
and others. 



a» Wombridge Chartulary. TU. Lega 
Triofis^ No. xliiij (being in fact a copy of 
the King's Letters Patent on the occa- 
sion). 

226 Abhrematio Placitorum, p. 204. 

^ Flacita apud Salop, Michaehnas 
Term, 10 £dw. I, memb. 6 dorso. 
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free multure in his mills of Ydeshale and of Haleston, for all grain 
necessary for Hughes household or guests. Also the Prior and his 
Successors shall^ on presentation of Hugh or his heirs^ always 
receive a fit person as a Canon of their House^ and on the death of 
one such Nominee shall receive another^ so that for ever they 
should have one in their house^ doing services for the souls of said 
Hugh and his wife Alice^ of his Ancestors and Successors^ of Sir 
Robert Bumel, of Master John de Kenley, of Balph de Hengham, 
and of the Chief Lords of Ydeshale^ and all the faithful. And the 
said Canon was to tak^ his weekly turn of Monastic duties (sit eb- 
domadarius)^ and be obedient in all things, as other professed Canons 
of the House. To faithfully kee'p this peaceful adjustment (pads 
reformacionem) the Prior and Hugh took personal oath, and each 
bound himself in case of non-observance to pay 100*. for relief of 
the Holy-Land, and 40«. to the Aurum RegiruBy for each offence. 
And if it should happen that the said Mill should fall down or be 
destroyed, then the Prior was to be free from all his obligations. 
Chirographs sealed with the seals of either party were ex- 
changed.*^ 

The peace thus established was very transient. In 1286, a 
King's Writ issues to the Sheriff of Shropshire, reciting how the 
Prior had formerly recovered seizin of common pasture in Halegh- 
ton and Ejioll against Hugh and his Sons, and how the Prior had 
now petitioned the King, asserting that Hugh had redisseized him. 
The Sheriff is therefore to take the usual course against Hugh 
under the statute of Re-disseizin.^^ 

The modes in which the interests of this family of Haughton 
vanished from the Fee of Idsall is matter of much conjecture and 
only partial evidence.- 

We have seen that in the Convention of 1284, Alice, wife of Hugh 
de Haughton, and Master John de Kenley are mentioned. My idea 
is that Alice was Sister and eventual heir of the latter, whom we have 



2» Wombridge Chartalary, Tit, Lega 
Frioru, No. xziz. ThiB curioos Charter 
has been inaocnratelj transcribed in the 
Chartulaiy, or I should have given it in 
foU. It is attested by the Lord Balph 
Abbot of Lilleehull, Sir Thomas Corbet 
(of Hadley), Sir Peter de Ejton, John 
Bovorose (Derereiix), Master Laurence, 
Adam Alimund (both written as if one 
name), and Williiun de Wyros (probably 
Devyses). 



^ OrigindUa^ i, 52. The penalties for 
Bediueizin were heavy, because it was a 
contempt of the King's Court. The Sta- 
tute of Merton (20 Hen. Ill) inflicted 
imprisonment on the Itedisseizor j the 
Statute of Marlborough (52 Hen. Ill) 
added a fine to the Crown ; and the Statute 
of Westminster, which had only passed a 
year before the abore (viz. 13 Edw. I), 
had given double damages to the aggrieved 
Party. 



824 



IDS ALL, OR SHIFFNAL. 



further seen in 1293 and 1297^ making purchases in Knowle and 
IdsaU. 

I also imagine that Alice, after Hugh de Haughton^s death, 
re-married to Peter de Carmarthen, and in a second widowhood 
granted all she had at Hanghton to Sir John de Cherleton. Cer- 
tainly the eldest son of Hugh de Hanghton, whose name we have 
already seen was Roger, was afterwards called Roger de Kenley, and 
made at least one concession of property in Idesall Manor to the 
same Sir John de Cherleton. 

These ideas are borrowed from the followyig Deeds : — On Feb. 16 
(2 Edw. II) 1309, John de Cherleton, Knight, appoints John de 
Cherleton Rector of Wrocwardin, William de Morton Rector of 
Holm, and Reginald Charles, his Attorneys to receive seizin of all 
lands and tenements which had belonged to Alice de Kenley, 
formerly wife of Peter de Kermerdin, in the viU of Halghton jWto 
Ideshale, whereof the aforesaid Alice, in liege and pnre widowhood^ 
had expedited her Charter to said Sir John Cherleton.^*® 

Again on August 4, 1309, Roger de Kenleye son of Hugh de 
Halghton quits to Sir John de Cherleton Knight, and his heirs, all 
his claims, &c. in two assarts in the Manor of Ideshale, which are 
called Flethay and the Bamd.^* 

That Sir John de Cherleton made other and fuller purchases at 
Hanghton and in Idsall th|m are implied by these Deeds, is 
evident from later Documents. By a Charter of September 15, 
1309, he (Sir John) grants to Alan de Cherleton his Brother, his 
Messuage in the vill of Halctun prope Ydeshale and all the land 
which he bought from Alice de Keirmerdin. — To hold to said Alan 
and the heirs of his body under the Chief Lords of the Fee, 
rendering therefore to the said Chief Lords accustomed services 



3^ Charter at Hanghton. This Power 
of Attorney is dated at DuhUn. The Seal 
is well executed, containing a coat of arms, 
apparently Or, on a chevron, three spread 
Eagles. Sir John Cherleton of Powis, 
the purchaser of these lands, &c., became, 
in 1313, a Baron by Summons. 

"* Charter at Haughton. — ^Witnesses : 
John de Everoys (Devereux), John de 
Styvinton, John Herbert (of Wyke), 
William Paternoster, William Hod, John 
de Coleshulle, &c. Dated at Salop, on 
'' Sunday, in the Feast of St. Bartho- 
lomew the Apostle, in the third year of 



the reign of Xing Edward." This Deed is 
a proof of what I have often alluded to, 
viz., that, in the early years of Edward II, 
Charters were oilen dated in a way 
which would not distinguish them from 
Charters of the same regnal year of 
Edward I. Thus, in this case, we find 
that St. Bartholomew's Day (Aug. 24) 
fell, in 3 Edw. I (1275), on Saturday, but 
in 3 Edw. II (1309), on Sunday. And 
the date, thus rectified, is further proved 
by what is known of the Grantee, who 
was not bom, much less a Knight^ in 
1275. 
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and rents. But if Alan should die without Heirs of his body 
remainder is reserved to the Grantor and his Heirs.^^ 

About 1305^ Hugh^ son (and as I suppose younger son)' of the 
last Hugh de Haughton^ gave a piece of land in ^^ KnoUe^' to Idsall 
Church in excha^e for another piece in " Halhton/' 

I must close the present account with merely stating that after 
the feofiment of Alan de Cherleton (who was of Apley)^ by his 
Brother Sir John de Cherleton (of Powis), Haughton and its adjuncts 
continued in the line of Cherleton of Apley for several generations. 

A Chapel formerly belonged to the vill of Haughton. Some 
remains^ apparently existing in the last Century^ have now totally 
disappeared.*** 

DRAYTON. 

The principal Tenants here were of the family of Pater-Noster. 
The first whom I find named is William Pater-Noster, who before 
1194, attests two Deeds of Walter de Dunstanvill, and who probably 
was identical with William de Drayton, assessed in 1209 as one 
living within jurisdiction of the Forest of Mount-Gilbert.*^ 

At the Assizes of 1272, Alice de Drayton was found not to be 
prosecuting her suit of novel disseizin in Suffenhale (Shiffnal) against 
Eobert de Montfort and John D^Evereus. 

Between 1270 and 1280, Richard Pater-Noster occurs more than 
once, as a witness of Deeds or as a Juror. 

From 1292 to 1316, WiUiam Pater-Noster occurs in similar 
positions, being accompanied by Thomas de Drayton in 1804, and 
by Richard Pater-Noster in 1316. 

The last occurs repeatedly ifrom 1320 to 1348 ; and John, son of 
Richard Pater-Noster and Nephew of William de Steventon, occurs 
in 1335. 

Roger Hod of Drayton represented another family which held 
here under the Lords of Idsall. He (Roger) occurs in 1^61, and 
from thence till 1279. From 1296 to 1335, William Hod seems 
to hold the Tenaney. 



2>* Charter at Haughton. — WitnesaeB : 
John Deverrois, John de Stivinton, John 
Erberd, William Pater-Noster, William 
Hod, William de DeviBee, and Thomas de 
la KnoUe. This Charter is dated <<at 
Salop, on the Morrow of the Exhaltation 
of the Holj Cross, in the third year of 
the reign of King Edward." — Again, the 



King, thus indicated, must hare been 
Edward II. 

*" Blakeway MSS. Dukes' App. p. xu. 

»* PlacUa Foresta, 10 John, Salop, 
memb. 4. Assessments are charged con- 
secutively on the Prior of Wombrigg, 
William de Drayton, Aky, the vill of 
Tibberton, and the vill of Idchall. 



II. 42 
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On May 21, 1311, William Hod of Drayton quitted to Wom- 
bridge Priory all right of common in the herbage and pannage of 
the Canons^ Wood of Leshwyke.^* 

On Oct. 2, 1334, William Hod of Drayton leases for his own life 
his hall (aulam) and homestead (boverium) at Trllwardyne with a 
curtilage and two crofts.^® William Hod seems afterwards to have 
sold his property at Trilwardine to Sir Alan de Cherleton, who 
renews the lease in 1336.^^ 

STANTON. 

About 1219, Walter de Dunstanvill (II) assigned to Shrewsbury 
Abbey rents of 4^. and 2s. payable by Robert Fitz Adam and 
Thomas le Hog on land in Stanton.^^® 

From about 1235 to 1265, 1 find a Ralph de Stanton occurring 
under circumstances which induce me to consider him as Tenant here. 

About 1269, Robert de Staunton appears in a similar position, 
and in 1279, Walter de Staunton seems to have had a chief interest 
in the vilL 

UPTON. 

There may be some doubt whether Upton were originally a 
member of Tong or of Idsall. Though the Lords of Idsall 
seem to have claimed some manorial authority here, they ultimately 
established an unquestioned seigneury, by composition, and not as 
a matter of right. 

The first Under-Tenants whom I can find holding Upton seem 
to have been Cadets of the family of Hugford. 

Walter, Lord of Hugford, in 1096, had a Brother Henry, who 
has already occurred under date of 1203,*^® and who very possibly 
was of Upton. Again William de Hugford, whom we have men- 
tioned as at issue with the Abbot of Buildwas in 1221,**^ was, 
I think undoubtedly. La Zouche's Tenant here. 

We have also seen how Henry de Hugford became about 
1228-38, a Feoffee of Roger la Zouche in Tong-Norton and Shaw. 
There is good reason to believe that at an earlier period this 
Henry de Hugford was Tenant of the same Baron at Upton. — 



** Chartulary. Tit.LegaPrioris^'^o.TX. 
— ^Witnesses : Roger Corbet, Peter Lord 
of Ejton, John d'Ereroys, John de Ste- 
▼inton, William Pater-Noster, &c. 

» Charter at Haughton. — Dated at 
Ideshale, and attested bj Richard Pater- 
Noster, Thomas de Stevynton, Thomas 



de la Knolle, Hugh CoUe, Walter de Vises 
(a corruption of De Devises). 

^ Charter at Haughton. 

» Salop Chartulary, No. 878. 

^" Supra, page 85. 

2*0 Supra, page 217. 



ID8ALL, OR SHIFFNAL. 



327 



In virtue of the latter tenure, and before the year 1231, Henry 
de Hugford granted the following subinfeudation here, viz. He 
gave, &c. to Peter, Clerk, son of Master Richard of Hydeshall, for 
his homage and service, and for 15s. paid down, half-a-virgate of 
land in Upton, viz. that which Alfwin held, with all appurtenances 
except the orchard and curtilage, in lieu whereof he, Henry, gave 
two acres elsewhere. He also gave seventeen acres of his demesne, 
viz. six acres in the field towards Stanton, seven acres in the field 
towards Hettun, on this side Blakenhul, and five acres in Binstun 
in the field of Brunestree : — to hold to the grantee and his heredi- 
tary assignee, so that he commit not the premises to any House of 
Beligion,^^ rendering a rent of Ss. annually in lieu of all other 
services, except foreign service.*** 

This deed implies Henry de Hugford to have been Mesne-Lord 
of other parts of Upton besides the premises conveyed. Probably 
indeed he held the whole Township under La Zouche. 

I find no mention of Henry de Hugford later than 1247 ; **^ nor 
can I suppose that his heirs continued to possess any mesne tenure 
in Upton. I believe their interest here to have been purchased by 
the seigneural Lords of Tong or of Idsall. Certainly the 3s, rent, 
reserved in the above Deed, was afterwards paid by the heirs of the 
Peoflfee to Walter de Dunstanvill (III) . 

Following events however in chronological order, we pass to 
July 1, 1247, for the next notice of Upton, after Hugford's Deed. 

On that day, as has appeared by a Fine already cited, Alan la 
Zouche conveyed to Buildwas Abbey "the whole tenement which he 
had in Upton, with special warranty against the capital Lords, as 
regarded all services, suits of the Manor-Court of Ideshale, &c. for 
ever.'' ^ 

I have already quoted the Convention, whereby the Abbot of 
Buildwas conceded the mW of Upton to Walter de Dunstanvill (III), 
in 1248, for an annual rent of 40s. and other considerations.^^ 

Very soon, as I think, after he had acquired Upton, '^ Sir Walter 



^^ An unusual caution in deeds of so 
early a date, — but suggested in this in- 
stance, I imagine, by the coterminous 
acquisitions of Buildwas Abbey. 

^ Charter at Haughton. Attested by 
Bichard de Buton and G^erard de Ivilith, 
Knights, Walter de Stiriclega (Stirch- 
1^)> Walter de Lega, Hugh de Haltun, 
Walter Marescald, Roger Stuiorius, Ro- 



bert de Trilleworthin, Alan de Laueleg 
(Lawley), John de Hinitun, Robert de 
Wikes, &c. 

^^ His attestation of a Broseley Deed 
between 1244 and 1249 is the latest 
notice of him which I can mention. 
(Supra, p. 22.) 

»« • ^ Supra, pp. 221 299. 
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de Dunrtanerile Terciui granted to Beginald de Upton, Clerk, a 
parcel of land lying between the Ditch without Haghul and another 
Ditch towards the Park of Ydeshale.^^ The Feoffee may give or 
sell the ground to any one, except a Religions body/'^^ 

The heir or successor to Peter Clericus (Hugford's Feoffee in 
Upton) seems to have been Richard Irish of Dawley, to whom 
succeeded his Son John. 

The latter, styling himself ** John Son of Bichard HybemiensiB 
of Dalileg/' grants to Petronilla his Sister, all his land in the vill of 
Upton, viz. that which Robert Bemehout held of Richard his 
(John's) Father. The Deed provides against any transfer of the 
Prenuses to a Religious House, and reserves '^ a rent of 8s. to Sir 
Walter de Dunstanvill, according to that which is contained in the 
Charter of Sir Henry de Hugford, which Charter the Grantor 
(John) had given to Petronilla, when he put her in seizin of the 
said land.'' ^ 

Walter de Dunstanvill Tercius inspects, recites, and confirms 
this last Deed as Seigneural Lord, reserving the rent of Ss. to 
himself.^^ The confirmation seems to have immediately followed 
the Charter, and to have been necessary, inasmuch as the former 
implied an absolute change of Tenants, not a mere subif\feitdation, 
which last would have left John Fitz Richard Irish a mesne Tenant. 

Perhaps the Grantee in the last Deed is the same person who 
more than forty years afterw ards, under the name of " Petronilla 



'^ Idsall Park seenu to haye lain to 
the South of the Town, and bo to have 
abutted on Upton to its East. A man- 
sion at the Southern extremity of the 
Town u still known as Park-House, and 
a road leading due South is still called 
Park-Lane. 

*^ Charter at Haughton.— Witnesses : 
Sir Roger de Piyelesdou, John deBeckebur 
(deceased in 1254), John de Grenhul, 
William de Divises, John de Stiyinton, 
Herbert de Wike, Hugh de Aloton 
(Hanghton), &c.— 

The Seal of this deed is broken, but the 
label (a slip of parchment cut from some 
older and then useless deed) contains a few 
words of writing which I shall haye here- 
after to giye as eyidenoo in a question of 
Morne difficulty. 
^ CJiarter at Houghton.— Witnesses : 



Badulph de Stanton, Boger deHalton, 
Oliyer de la KnoUe, Bobert de Trillewor- 
thin, Herbert de Wyke, Adam PoUart, 
Bobert PoUart, Bobert de Lotwic, Philip 
Ybemensis, &c. — 

This deed is £utened with those of 
Henry de Hugford, and with the following 
Confirmation of Walter de DunstanyilL 
It probably passed between 1260 and 
1270. 

>* Charter at Haughton. — Thewitnesses 
precisely the same as the last. The Seal 
of this deed is proseryed. It has the Effigy 
of a Knight in the armour of the period, 
on horseback, charging sword in hand. 
On his shield is a Coat-of-arms — 

Pretty, with a fesse ; — 
— though the latter would hardly be dis* 
coyerable without some pre-expectation 
of such a bearing. 
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de XJpton^ gives to Richard her Son twelve acres and three roods 
of land in the heath of Upton^ lyiiig between lands of Richard 
Pater-Noster, Richard Pitz Roger, and John le Taylur. — To hold of 
the Lords of the ¥ee."^^^ 



Such were the principal Members of the extensive Manor of 
Idsall in early times. There were other Tenants in the Manor of 
equal standing with those enumerated, but whose interests were 
rather associated with the Town itself than with any particular 
member of the Manor. Some of these families shall be briefly 
noticed, e. g, — 

Stbvinton. — John de Stevinton occurs from 1260 to 1304, as a 
Juror, on no less than eight occasions, and a witness of numberless 
deeds. He was in fact Bailiff of Idsall^ and attests under that 
title, at least on one occasion. — 

About 1280, being apparently resident at Wyke, he quits to 
Wombridge Priory all his claim in the wood of Leffcwich (or 
Lestwyk) ?^'^ 

And John de Steventon his son and heir granted to the Priory, 
on April 13, 1309, a fuller acquittance of the said claim. His 
Charter recites previous grants in connection with the said wood of 
Lestwyke juasta Wombridge, viz. how in the first instance Sir 
Walter de DunstanviU (III) had given his ( John^s) Father estovers 
there, and how he had afterwards concurred with Thomas Tuschet 
(Lord of Leegomery) in granting the wood to the Priory, how also 
his (John^s) Father had quitted all his right therein, in favour of 
the Canons.^* 

On the same day (April 13, 1809), Philip Prior of Wombridge 
quitted to John de Stevinton all right of his House in the asiarts, 
wastes, and improved lands of John de Stevinton in Ideshale 
Manor.*^ 



^^ Charter at Haughton. — ^Witnesses : 
John le Taylar, Bichard Pater-Noster, 
William de Lerereshet, Elyas Clerk, 
Bichard Howie, &c. — The deed probably 
passed in the time of Edward IL 

»i Chartulaiy, TU, Lega JPtioris, 
No. zzij. — Witnesses : John the Grantor's 
son and heir, Adam de Preston, Philip 
de Bekeburi, Bannlf de Grenhul, Thomas 
de Brocton, &c. 

^ Ibidem, No. xjj. — ^Witnesses: Sir 
Boger Corbet, Sir William de Wrotteslye, 



John de Bekebori, &c. — ^The Charter is 
dated 2 Edw. I, according to an usual 
error of transcribers. It passed doubtless 
in 2 Edw. II. 

2" Ibidem, No. liij. This deed is pro- 
perly dated 2 Edw. II. It is tested by 
the same two Knights as the last, also by 
Sir Walter de Huggeforde, Sir Walter 
de Beysin, and Sir Thomas Corbet (of 
Moreton). — 

The different mode in which the same 
day (April 13) is expressed by these con- 
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On February 24, 1316, I find this second John de Stevintcm 
attesting a Deed as '^ Seneschal of the Manor of Ideshal/^ an office 
which^ if identical with Bailiff^ will have descended to him firom 
his Father. 

He was liying in 1320; after which William, Hugh, and Thomas 
de Stevinton occur as witnesses of manorial deeds. 

Deveheux. — John Deverenx, — his name spelt with all those 
varieties to which Norman names were especiaUy subject, — occurs 
earlier than 1280, and later than 1340, — as a Juror or Witness, in 
Idsall Manor or its neighbourhood. Perhaps more than one or two 
persons may be thus indicated, but the place of his or their Tenancy 
does not transpire. 

Devises. — ^We have already mentioned the acquittal in 1272 of 
William son of Robert de Divises, who had been bailed by the men 
of Idsall. As William de Divises, he is constantly occurring in 
local concerns till 1316. In 1322 and 1334, we have mention of 
Walter de Divises, called, in one instance, son of William senior, 
and appearing to be interested in Upton. 

FoLLABD. — ^There was an Adam Pollard, Juror, in the matter of 
Tong Advowson in 1220. The same name occurs repeatedly for 
the next fifty years. In some cases the bearer is described " of 
Legh.^' About 1269, Adam Pollard appears attesting deeds with 
Bobert his Son. Then we have Robert singly till 1316. Between 
1270 and 1274, this Robert had a grant of assart-land from Sir 
Robert de Montfort, which he afterwards surrendered to Dame 
Petronilla, Sir Robert's Widow.^^* 

IDSALL CHUBCH. 

I have already stated how the Saxon and Collegiate Church of 
Iteshale was granted by the first Norman Lord of the Manor to 
Shrewsbury Abbey; how also the same Norman (Robert Fitz 
Tetbald) did, during the reign of Henry I, make such further 
assignation of this Advowson to the same Abbey, as that the 
Collegiate character of the Church came to be extinct, and its 



temporary Deeds is curioas. The former 
dates itself on " Sunday after the feast of 
St. Leo tbe Fope" (meaning Leo the 
Great) ; the latter is dated on "Sunday, 
before the feast of Tiburtius and Valerian." 
Each date in 2 Edward II (1309) will 



be found to be reducible to Sunday April 
13th. 

=" Blakeway MSS. (from Newport 
Deeds). The surrender is tested by Hugh 
de Bolynghale, Philip deBeckburi, and 
John de Stivinton. 
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revenues only an augmentation of the Treasury of a distant 
Monastery. 

The Saxon Parish of Iteshale was^ like other Saxon Parishes^ 
extensive. It included Kemberton, Ryton, Sheriff- Hales, and 
Dawley^ as we may gather from indications or evidences still exist- 
ing. It was probably far more comprehensive. 

I have shown how the assignation of these great Saxon Churches 
to Monasteries of Norman foundation or patronage, resulted in an 
utter neglect of all spiritual cure as regarded rural districts. The 
Churches or Chapels which were built to remedy this state of desti- 
tution were usually the work of Laymen. Some such were founded 
in the Parish of Idsall, and probably in the early half of the 
twelfth Century. Our present concern is however with the Parent 
Church. — 

Robert Fitz Tetbald's gift thereof to Shrewsbury Abbey was 
confirmed by Charters of Henry I, Stephen, Henry II, and 
Henry III, though at the date of the last-named confinnation the 
Advowson no longer appertained to the Monks. 

The earliest confirmation to Shrewsbury Abbey by any Bishop of 
Chester Diocese is that of Bishop Roger de Clinton (1129-1148). 
It is very similar in expression to those contemporary Charters of 
Robert de Betun Bishop of Hereford (1131-1148) which have been 
quoted under MorviUe. The two Bishops seem to have adopted the 
same principles as regards the subject condition of recent Churches, 
and the pensions and other rights of the older estabUshments.^^^ 

Bishop Roger of Chester, addressing his Archdeacons and Deans 
(Rural Deans) and all the faithful who shall see his letter, informs 
them that he " confirms the Churches or Tithes which have been 
given to the Brethren of St, Peter's Monastery by the faithful. 
The Clerks however who, by appointment of the said Brethren, 
preside over their Churches, are to pay the annual pensions due to 
the said Brethren out of such Churches, according to the mode 
allowed by the Bishop to the Monks. The Monks are to continue 
to have all tithes, as well in their own demesnes as in the demesnes 



^^ There is another reason for thinking 
that these two Prelates acted in concert. 
Archbishop Theobald, confirming to 
Shrewsbury Abbey, addresses them toge- 
ther (Chartulary, No. 65) ;-where however 
the Transcriber has attributed the Charter 
to Archbishop Thomas, and the Writer of 



the Index to "St. Thomas the Martyr,** 
meaning Becket The latter however was 
not contemporary with the Prelates whom 
he is supposed to address. The original 
Charter of Confirmation begun T. d. g. 
Cant. Archiepiscopus, as we may learn 
from Harl. MS. 3868, fo. 7,b. 
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of Others^ which they, prerionsly and without dispute, enjoyed.'' 
"And because," adds the Bishop, "necessity compelling,** we haTC 
consecrated Cemeteries and dedicated Chapek in certain Parishes 
of theirs, we enjoin that said Chapels be subject to the Mother 
Churches, as daughters; and that on solenm days the people 
assemble not at the Chapels but at the Church ; and that the Priest 
of the Mother Church, if he wishes, may cause the bodies of the 
dead to be carried to the Cemetery thereof/' 

" We have thought proper," continues the Bishop, "to confirm 
with the seal of our authority, all Churches, and all Tithes, and the 
Pensions of the underwritten Churches." — 

The list which follows, includes the " Church of Ideshale, with 
its Chapels, and a pension of 309." The Bishop enjoins in con- 
clusion that the aforesaid Brethren hold these Churches, Tithes, 
and Pensions in peace. He threatens with anathema any one who 
shall in future trouble them in the matter.*^ 

The confirmation of Bbhop Walter Durdent (1149-1159), to 
Shrewsbury Abbey, is prefaced nearly word for word as that of his 
Predecessor. It would imply that he too had consecrated several 
Chapels and Cemeteries as a matter of necessity. As regards the 
rights of the Abbey under Robert Fits Tetbald's grant, he is more 
specific than Bishop Roger. He confirms the " Church of Itesall 
with the tithe of the Manor, and the tithe of Cambrestone, and with 
the Chapels pertaining to the aforesaid Church." His Charter 
makes no enumeration of Pensions.'^ 

The confirmation of Bishop Richard Peche (1161-1182), to 
Shrewsbury Abbey, includes the Pension of 30^., but makes no 
mention of Tithes or Chapels attaching to "Idesale Church."^^ 

Between the years 1184 and 1190, Archbishop Baldwin seems 
to have confirmed the Charter of Walter Durdent ; and Archbishop 
John Peckham visiting the Diocese of Lichfield in 1280, confirmed 
the Pension of 30s. as due to Salop Abbey from the " Church of 
Ideshale."«» 

Long previous to this last date, the Advowson of Idsall, had 
return^ to the Lords of the Manor. In what way I will now 
declare. — 



" An allusion doubtless to the civil 
wan of the period. 
»' Harl. MSS. 3868, fo. 7, b. 
«• Salop Chartolary, No. 61. 
» Ibidem, No. 829. 
2» Ibidem, Nos. 61, 62. Tlie fiwt 



Charter has been improperlj attribnted 
to Archbishop Boniface. It begins with 
the letter "B." in initial onlj;— which 
the Writer of the Index has, as usual, 
interpreted according to his own ideas, 
and interpreted wrorglj. 
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Early in 1219> the Abbot of Shrewsbury and Walter de Dun- 
stanvill (II) were at issue on the subject, but seem to have arriyed at 
some basis of agreement before the date of the following.-— 

On October 6, 1219, the Justices at Westminster appointed the 
Morrow of St. Martin (Nov. 12) for the parties to receive their 
Chirograph (formal fine). It was enjoined to the Abbot's Attorney 
that he should on that day bring with him the Charter of the 
Abbot and Convent concerning their Quitclaim to the Advowson of 
a Church, whereof there had been agreement, and Walter was 
ordered meanwhile to assign to the said Abbot and Convent land 
and rent which he had given for the said Quitclaim^ viz. dOs. 
Walter appointed Henry de Waltham his Attorney. 

On the day named (says a postscript), the Abbot's Attorney pro- 
duced the Charters and rendered them up ; so the Parties were 
ordered to have their Chirograph.^^ 

This Chirograph or Final Concord is preserved. — 

It purports to be levied at Westminster on the Morrow of St. 
Martin in the 4th year of King Henry son of John (Nov. 12, 1219), 
between Walter de Dunstanvill, Plaintiff, by Henry de Wautham 
his Attorney, and Hugh, Abbot of Salopesbir, Deforciant, by^Thomas, 
a Monk, his Attorney, — concerning the Advowson of the Church of 
Ydesdal, whereof was suit of darrein presentment, &c. The Abbot 
renounced all right therein to Walter and his Heirs, saving to the 
Abbot the due and ancient Pension which the same Abbot was 
wont to receive from the said Church.^^ 

The Salop Chartulary supplies its contingent to all but a com- 
plete understanding of this transaction. — 

By a Charter thereiu, Walter de Dunstanvill grants to the Abbey 
27*. (not 30*.) annually, viz. 10*. to be received of William Pitz Balph 
of Blancmunster (Whitchurch) for the Fee which he held under 
the said Walter in Chalvrehalle (Calverhall), 3*. receivable from 
Henry de Savinton (Shavington), 2*. from Leonard de Leges, 
1*. from Alan the Chaplain, 4*. and 2*. from Robert Fitz Adam and 
Thomas le Hog for their respective Fees in Shavinton, Leges, Wyches, 



^ Placita apud Weslm, Michaelmas 
Tenn, 3 & 4 Hen. Ill, memb. 1. 

^ Pedes Mniumy 4 Hen. Ill, Salop. 
Mr. Blakeway, weighing apparently the 
genuineness of Earl Roger's Foundation- 
Charter to Shrewsbury Abbey, says ad- 
versely, that ^Hhere are no traces that 
either the Churches of Kcmberton or 

II. 



Idshall ever belonged to the said Abbey, 
except that it enjoyed to the last a pen- 
sion of 30«. issuing out of that of Idshall" 
{Hisiory of Shrewsbuiy, Yohii, p. 14, note) . 
I believe that none of the objections to 
Earl Bogcr*8 Charter are much better 
founded. 
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and StantoD ; also 3#. per annum fironti the Abbot of Bnildwas for 
common-pasture which he enjoyed in the Manor of Hydeshale.^*' 

In 1291^ the Church of Ydesale was valued at £20. per anman 
over and above the Pension of 30». which the Abbot of Salop 
received therefrom.^** 

In 1341^ the Assessors of the Ninth of wheat, Vool, and lamb, in 
the Parish of Idsall, recited the Taxation at which the Church 
stood as one of 20 merks (£13. 6». &/.), but reduced their 
assessment to £\2. 9s. The reasons which they gave for the 
difference were, because the Abbot of Buldewas had in the Parish 
a certain Grange, called Hatton, in which were three carucates of 
land and many sheep; and this tenure, though included in the 
Taxation, was not rateable to the Ninth ; because also the glebe- 
lands, rents and services of Tenants, tithes of hay and pasture, 
oblations, and other small tithes of the Church, went to constitute 
the greater sum {the Taxation), and did not belong to the Ninth 
now granted to the King; lastly, because the com had been 
destroyed by sundry storms.^^ 

In 1534, the Abbot's pension of 30«., issuing out of Idsall 
Church, is duly returned among his current receipts. The Church 
itself, then a Vicarage, of which William Moreton was Incumbent, 
was valued at £16. 5^. lOd., out of which sum IGs. Sd. was pay- 
able for Procurations, and fls. 6d. for Synodals. 

The Rectory, fermed at £10. per annum, belonged to Battlefield 
Collie, as did also the Tithes of Dawley (originally a Chapelry of 
Idsall), which were fermed at £3. 68. Sd. ^ 



EABLY INCUMBENTS. 

Walter de Dunstanvill,^ the first Rector of Idsall, of whom 
we have any notice, was also Rector of St. Michael's, Salop, a piece 



*> No. 878. Tested by John Fitz 
Alftn, yiTian de BoBsall, and Bobert 
de Gyros. The date is of course 1219. 

^ Fope Nieholtu? Taxaiiom, p. 248. 

** InquiiUumes Nonarum^ p. 184. The 
''3 oarrucates of Hatton*' probably in- 
eluded Upton. 

» Valor EcclegioHieut, iii, 188, 187, 
195. The Bectors of St. Andrews of 
**Yddessall" also paid a pension of 13#.4<2. 
to the Bishop and Archdeacon, a Senate 
of 4». and a triennial Procnration, ave- 
raging S$, lOd. per annum^ to the Bishop. 



They, that is Battlefield College, had 
lands at Aston, described in the same 
Beoord as Aston jnxU *^ Shuffiiall.*' Up 
to this period (1&34), I do not remember 
that the name Shi&al was erer applied 
to the Church. 

^ Mr. Blakeway {Eutory of Shrews- 
hwry^ ToL ii, p. 417) suggests that he was 
a Son of Bc^ginald Earl of Cornwall, ding- 
ing, I suppose, to the old idea that the 
latter was sometime Lord of IdsaU. — 

Even if we assign him such a parentage 
it does not appear how he could be Cousin 
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of preferment which he can only have obtained by favour of the 
Crown. He occurs as Rector of St. MichaePs before the death of 
Henry II (1189), who will therefore have been his Patron. He 
was Cousin (cognatus) of Walter de Dunstanvill (I) of Idsall^ and 
as such attests one of his Charters. Others he attests, simply 
styling himself '^ Clerk" or " Parson of Idsall." "As Master Walter 
de Dunstanvill " and " Master Walter*' he appears to have attested 
Charters of Hugh de Novant Bishop of Coventry, one of which 
will have passed about 1188, the others on Nov. 24, 1190.^^® — 

He was living in 1206, and, as Master Walter de Dunstanvill, 
then stands first witness of a matter referred to high ecclesiastical 
arbitration by Pope Innocent III.^^ — 

His successor ^^ (immediate or otherwise) at St. MichaePs, was 
appointed by King John, on January 18, 1215 ; and the vacancy 
which four years afterwards we know to have existed at Idsall, may 
have originated at the same period, for during the interval no Law- 
Courts had been sitting, such as might have decided any pending 
cause of darrein presentment. 

On gaining the right of Advowson in 1219, Walter Lord of 
Idsall seems to have presented one Philip, for Philip Parson of 
Ibeshal had, on 29 July 1221, Letters Patent of Protection till 
the King should be of age.^ 

In the middle of the thirteenth Century — 

Walter de Kemberton is a frequent witness of local Deeds. 
In one of these he is expressly styled Rector of the Church of 
Ideshall. 

Master John Jote was Rector here in 1269 ; on August 29th 
of which year he came to an agreement with the Prior of Wom- 
bridge, abandoning a claim which he had been urging on the Prior 
for Tithes of certain live-stock which had apparently been only 



to Walter Baron of Idsall. He would 
have been his Brother-in-Law, i.e. Brother 
of the apocryphal, if not fabulous, Ursula, 
of whom we have already spoken. The 
family of Dunstanvill was numerous. — 
There was a William de Dunstanvill, with 
a younger Brother Walter, in Stephen's 
reign, and both of these may have again 
been Brothers of Bobert and Alan. If so, 
our Clerk, being son of either said Wil- 
liam or Walter, will have been also first- 
Cousin of Walter Baron of Idsall. 



*8 Wombridge Chartulary, Tit Srocton. 
Nos. cj, oij. 

*• Madox IbrmuUtre Angl. No. xlvi. 

^ "Master Eichard of Idshall," who 
ooours before 1190 and after 1220, and 
often in the interval, and who was Father 
of at least two sons, Peter and Nicholas, 
does not seem to have been Bector of the 
Church. His apparent importance how- 
ever requires some specific mention of his 
name, and I think that he must have been 
an Ecclesiastic. 

^ Pateni, 5 Hen. HI. 
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need and fed within the Parish of Idsall accidentally, but belonged 
to another district. The special privileges granted by the Pope to 
Wombridge Priory seem to have exempted it fix)m this liability .'^^ 

Master Adam le GrsT,*^* " Rector of the Church of Idshall/' 
attests a Charter of Folk le Strange, already cited, and which 
appears to have passed in June 1300. 

In Trinity Term 1305, ''Adam Gest, Parson of Ideshale,'' would 
seem to be under prosecution of John de la Mare, Lord of Ideshale, 
on two matters, one for cutting down trees of the said John, the 
other for some trespass in regard to Deer. To the first charge 
Adam replied that he was only taking funae-bote, to the other that 
at the time of the alleged offence he was Seneschal of the said 
Lord of Idsall.w 

Master Adam Gest died Sept. 11, 1828, and on Sept. 16 follow- 
ing. Master Thomas be Clopton was admitted to the Rectory 
on presentation of Dame Margaret jyOumframvill, Lady of 
Badlesmere.^^ 

In 1329, and, as I suppose, ignoring the last [^presentation, the 
King presented — 

Robert Svttnnerton to this Living, the Patronage whereof 
belonged to the Crown by reason of the Barony of Bartholomew de 
Badlesmere being in manu Regis.^^ — 

This however seems to have been revoked, for on December 17, 
1330, I find the Bishop readmitting Sir Thomas de Clopton, 
Priest, but on the presentation of King Edward III. On March 
5, 1331, Thomas de Clopton resigned, having exchanged preferments 
with Simon de Clopton, Incumbent of Walton. Accordingly on 
the same day the Bishop admits — 

Sir Simon de Clopton, Subdeacon, at the King's presentation.^ 



^ GhBrtulary, 2¥<.X«^(ilVtom,No.li. 

^ Mr.Blakoway qaotee Prynne (iii, 693) 
for a Froteetion granted in 22 Edw. I 
(1298>4) to Master Adam de Wett^ Parson 
of Ideehale. 

V4 Jhbreviatio Placiionm, p. 254. 

«> IdohfieLd Begister, B,fo. 206b. The 
PatroneBS of Idsall Church on this occa- 
sion wasMargaret, Widow of Bartholomew 
Lord Badlesmere, who, haying been taken 
prisoner at the battle of Borough-Bridge, 
in March 1322, was executed for High 
Treason. His Widow is said to hare been 
by birth a De dare, to have been impri- 



soned in The Tower for some time after 
her husband's death, and on hffr release 
to have gone into a Nunnery ; but she is 
also said to have had Idsall assigned to 
her in part of her dower in 1881. — 

One or other of these statements must 
require modification firom the fact of her 
being styled Dame Margaret D'Umiram- 
Yille in 1328. 

v« FaUiU, 8 Edw.in, p. 1, memb. 84. 

^ Lichfield Begister, B, 208 b. The 
presentation of Simon de Clopton is also 
on the FatentBolU of 4 Edw. Ill (part 2, 
membs. 12 k 24). 
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On March 6^ ISSl^ the said Simon had license to stndy for four 
years. He died August 20^ 1349 ; and on Sept. 10 following, the 
Bishop admitted — 

BicHABD Oaklattnd, Clerk, at presentation of Sir William de 
Bohun, Earl of Northampton and Constable of England.^^^ 

FABBIO OF THB OHUBOH. 

Shiffiial Church is a large building of several dates. It has a 
nave with aisles and a south porch, north and south transept, and 
central tower, and a chancel with a south aisle or chapel, called the 
Moreton Chancel. 

Part of the south transept, part of the north wall of the chancel, 
and the chancel arch, which is eastward of that under the east wall 
of the tower, are of a transitional style between the Norman and 
Early-English, and probably belong to the end of the twelfth 
century. The chancel arch is round, and the mouldings are some- 
what remarkable; in one of them, the Early-English dog-tooth 
ornament appears. 

The south porch, which has a Parvise or upper story, is of 
Early-English character ; perhaps with a slight tendency to the Deco- 
rated, but I doubt not, belonging to the thirteenth century, though 
probably to the latter half of it. The outer door has a trefoiled 
arch. The bay of the aisle corresponding with the porch has a 
stone-ribbed vault, and is lower than the rest of the aisle, its pier 
arch too is not so high as the others. 

The nave, chancel (with the exception already noticed), and 
central tower are 6f the Decorated style ; I should say somewhat 
early in the fourteenth century. The north aisle has had some 
very late windows inserted. The central tower is very plain, and 
has a large stair-turret at the north-west angle. The tower 
stands on four piers of which the two eastern ones do not range 
with the eastern wall of the transepts, so that it is not so large as 
a tower fitted to the actual intersection : notwithstanding this, it is 
still massive rather than the contrary. The east window of the 
chancel, and those on the north and south, near the east end, 
have a peculiar character, and seem Early in the style. The west 
window I think must have been modernized. The chancel has 
some good Sedilia. 

^ Register, B, 224 a & b. William I of hia wife Elizabeth, Sister and Coheir of 
de Bohun was Lord of Idsall in right | Giles last Baron Badlesmere. 
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The Moreton chancel, now screened off as a yestrj, is of a later 
Decorated, and exhibits flowing tracery in its windows. 

The north transept is entirely of Perpendicular work, of the 
fifteenth century; and the south transept has windows and parapet 
of the same style. 

The portion of the south aisle between the porch and the 
transept is of very late work ; I should say of the sixteenth cen- 
tury; it is much wider than the western part of the aisle, or than 
the north aisle* 

The Church is on the whole in good pi^eservation, and both the 
Transitional, the Early-English, and the older Decorated portions 
may be studied with confidence, as retaining their principal features 
unaltered. 

J. L. Petit. 
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ID DEVICE OVERTHB WESTERN PACB OP 
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Stamford (Watlingstreet), 299. 
Standon (Staffordshire), 15. 
StanleiHundred (Warwicksh.), 258-9, 262. 
Stanton Harecourt (Oxfordshire), 237. 
Stanwey, 178, 179, 242, 244. 

, Nether, 242, 243, 244. 

, Over, 243. 

Stakton (Shifflud), 299, 819, 826, 827, 

334. 

, Sparkmore, 299. 

Sterte (Wilts), 268, 290, 295, 301 ». 
Stirchley, 250 m, 314 », 315. 

Church, 148. 

Wood, 300, 315. 

Stockton, 93, 121 m, 142-148. 

Chtjboh, 147-148. 

, Little, cUiat Bodi Stockton, 

145-6. 
, Much, alias Church Stockton, 

146. 
Stone- Acton, 14. 
Stottesden Hundred, 1, 168, 258-9, 260. 

Manor, 70, 227. 

Stratton (Leicestershire), Soke of, 224, 

225, 236. 
Stretton Castle and Manor, 83. 
Sundom, 82. 
Sutton (IfAJDDOOx), 8, 39, 64, 92«i) 93, 

97, 103-142, 145, 146, 147, 190, 312, 

818-9, 321. 
Chuboh op (St. Mast's), 89, 

112, 120, 136, 187-142. 

, Berdelei Wood, 115. 

Haye, 119. 



, Mill of, 119, 122. 

Wood, 119, 124. 

Swavesey (Cambridgeshire), 210, 218, 219. 
SwiNNEY (Broseley), 88-d0« 

T. 

Tedstill, 190. 

Tehidy (ComwaU), 284, 293. 

Tewkesbury Abbcrr, 269, 302. 

Thomey Abbey (Cambridgeshire), 105 ii. 

Thenars (Poitou), 211. 

Tibberton, 314 «, 325 n. 

Tiggedun (Cornwall), 288. 

ToNO, 21,41, 103, 174, 176, 177, 183, 185, 

191-257, 281 », 327. 
Chueoh, 91, 192, 200, 212, 217, 

247-267, 815, 330. 
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Tong, Honour of, 177 «, 192, 826. 
, The Brand, or Bamde, 220fi, 223. 



~, Brodmore, 223. 
-, HoUy Park, 221. 
— , Le Pas, 220ft. 
-, Luttleford, 220 », 223. 
-, If erdich, 204, 205, 206. 
— , The Mere, 205. 
-, Mill, 210, 237. 
— , The Pole, 223. 
— , Seherley, 220fi. 
— , Shaw, 220, 826. 
— , TrenBwall, 220 «. 
— , Timlet Bridge, 221 1». 
-, Tylemonslode, 221, 238. 



Tong-Castle, 211, 253, 264. 

Tong-Gollege, 240, 253. 

Tong-Norton, 207, 220, 236, 326. 

Tong- Wood, 211, 222. 

Tonraine, 70. 

Trayford (Sussex). 267. 

TBiLWABDTinE (Shiffnal), 811-312, 321, 

826. 
Tudeworth, v. North Tudeworth. 
Tweedmouth, 102. 

U. 
UUingwyke (Herefordshire), 230, 283, 

234, 235, 236, 239, 240. 
Uppington, 132, 133, 135, 137. 

Chapel, 138. 

UPTOir (Shiffnal), 217 1», 218, 220-1, 247, 

299, 300, 309, 316, 319, 820, 826- 

829,330,334)1. 

, Binstun, 327. 

, Blakenhull, 327. 

, Brunestree, 327. 

, Haghul, 328. 

V. 

Verlay (Normandy), 47 ». 
Yerona, 138. 

W. 

Waldo (Sussex), 290. 
Wales, 198, 202 ». 
Wales, Marches of, 107, 195-7, 295. 
Walkerslow, 7, 21, 37. 
Walle under Heywood, 55. 
Waltham (Hants), 197. 
Walthamstow (Essex), 253 ». 
Walton (Lichfield Dioc), 336. 



Warwick, 227. 

Water-Eyton (Staffordshire), 21. 
Watling-Street, 204, 205, 206, 299. 
Wattlesborough, 807-8. 
Wellington, 83. 

, Haye of, 310, 

Wells Cathedral, 36. 

Wenlock, Church and Parish of; 33, 85, 

42, 69-60, 76, 79. 

, Deanery of, 34, 69, 77 », 78. 

, Liberty of, 1, 2, 19, 22, 23, 36, 

41, 48, 56, 69, 61, 69. 

, Manor o^ 86, 39, 43. 

— , Much, 10, 77. 

Priory, 4, 6, 17, 36, 42 is 43, 



44, 52, 59-61, 63, 68, 69, 78, 79, 80 », 

101, 198. 
Wenlock, Little, 77. 
Wentnor, 154. 
West-Bradley, v. Bradley. 
Weston, Cold, 316 ». 

" juxla Cammel (Bath and Wells 

Dioc.), 184. 

(under Lizard), 86, 187, 264 ». 

(under Bed-Caatle), 113, 116. 

(sub-Edge, Gloucestershire), 225, 



227, 228, 230, 232, 233. 

Westminster, pasntn. 

Wheathill, 85. 

Whiston (Albrighton), 88, 154, 157. 

Whitchurch, 122, 333. 

Whittington, 3, 11, 12. 

Wich, 174, 259, 284 n. 

Wiches, The (of Cheshire and Worcester- 
shire), 174 fi, 284 », 293. 

Wich-Malbank (Cheshire), 284 ». 

Wigmore, 227, 228, 229, 231. 

Wigwig, 46, 47. 

Wilbrighton (Staffordshire), 207. 

Wilderhope, 55. 

Wileby (Herefordshire), 20. 

Win (Wilts), 268, 276-6, 282. 

WnjJBT, 1, 23, 45-61, 120, 305, 307. 

Chubch, 69-61, 77. 

Willey (Hertfordshire), 58 n. 

Wily-Bechampton (Wilts), 290. 

Winchester, 227, 229, 263, 294. 

Windsor Castle, 31, 199, 214. 

Forest and Park, 81, 85. 

Winterbume (Basset, Co. WUts), 268, 
281, 284, 285, 294, 296. 

Church, 269, 270, 278, 299. 
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Wistanstow, 198. 

Witeford (DevoDBhirc), 284, 292. 

Wombridge Forest, 118. 

Wombridge Priory, 40, 85, 91, 92, 112, 
114, 115, 117 122, 129, 130, 181, 182, 
133, 137-140, 141, 146, 273, 278-280, 
282-3, 284 n, 298, 300, 312, 313-315, 
317-318, 319, 323, 326, 329, 336. 

Church, 139, 203, 313. 

Grange, 817. 

Woneston (Gloucestershire), 225, 235 ft. 

Woodcote, 266. 

WooDHOUBB (Shiiftial), 299, 812, 819- 
320. ' 

Woodstock, 201. 

Wootton, 142. 

Worcester, 64, 118, 154^ 186, 246, 259. 



Worcester, Church of, 260. 

Worfe (Biver), 70, 87, 93, 172, 221, 299. 

Worfield, 64-, 76, 258-9. 

Wotton (LichEeld Dioc), 184. 

Wrickton, 7, 19, 21, 87. 

Wrockwardine, 122, 319, 320. 

Wroxeter Church, 280. 

Wycombe (Bucks), 284, 296. 

Wyke (Shiffnal), 299, 300, 310-311, 

312, 321, 329, 334. 
Wynceton, v. Woneston. 
Wythiford, Little, 177. 

Y. 

Yale-Castle (North- Wales), 108. 
York, 158, 160, 239. 
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*i^* In the following Index, Kamos which belong to Official Lists are classified 
in order of succession, not alphabetically. 

Whore such Lists have been ahready given, in the body of the work, the Index 
makes general reference thereto, but does not repeat the individual Names, unless they 
have occurred in some other connexion. 



A. 

Aaron, Jew of Lincoln, 176. 
Aaron, John, Bector of Broseley, 85. 
Aohi (T. B. £.), 258. 
Ackleton, Thomas de, 71. 
ActoD, Jolin de, 10. 
Adam, Priest, 67 ». 

Saoerdos, 175 n, 

Agmillon, Manasser, 278 n. 

Alan, Chaplain (Wyke), 310, 833. 

Alan, Clerk {testis), 278 m. 

Alberburi, Fulco de, 14, v. Fitz Warin. 

Alberic, 149. 

Albini (of Bdvoh-), William d', 205. 

Albrighton, Adam le Serjant de, 157. 

, Elyas de, 167. 

, Incumbents of, 160, 161, 264. 



Albrighton, Nicholas, Priest of; 112fs 158, 
160. 

, Banulf de, 157, 243. 

, ^ Alice, wife of, 157, 



243. 



-, Bichard de, 167. 

-, Bobert Fitz Agnes de, 157. 

-, Siward de, 157. 

-, Thomas de, 167, 188. 

-, Walter, Clerk of, 157. 



Albus, John (of Cotesford, Oxon), 83. 

Alcher, 212f». 

Aldenham, John de, 81. 

Alditone, Bobert de, 71. 

Aldred, 278«. 

Alfwin (Upton), 327. 

Algar, 149. 
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Algar, Earl of Herous 149, 258 qmaieri 

Alimnnd, Adam, 328 n. 

Almoner (of Henxy II), Brother Boger, 
the, 138 «. 

Alsi, 258. 

Aluric, 258. 

AngOTin, Bobert, 138 «. 

Apley, John de, 817 «. 

Ardene, Banolf de, 32, 83. 

Arlacott, Bobert de, 87. 

Arras, Balph d*, 18, 37. 

Arroasia, Ganons o^ 204, 205, 206. 

Arondel and Chichester, Earls of, Mont- 
gomery, V. Shrewsboiy, Earls of. 

, D'Albini, 278 «. 

, . Wil- 



liam (I), 202 1^273,274. 



wa- 



liam (m), 278. 
ArundeU, Adam de, 11. 

^ Boger de, 206 ». 

Ashbj, Walter de, 205. 
Ashley, Adam de, 15, 16 hit, 32. 

i Bobert, FroTOst of, 15. 

-, — — , John and WiUiam, sons 

of, 16. 

, William de, 14, 32. 

-, Adam, son o( 81. 



Astall, Geoflrey de, 176. 

, Philip de, 70ji. 

, Bichard de, 70 ». 

-, Bobert de, 183. 



Atterlegh, Bobert de, Beotor of Tong, 

180 », 251. 
Atte-Townsend, Adam, 119. 
Audley, De, 164 ». 

, Nicholas de, 244. 

Azor, 258 Int. 



B. 

Badger (of Brockton), Family of, , 

93, 130-131, 131 ». 

, Bichard de, 99«», 125 n, 130. 

, Bichard de (II), 130. 

, Boger de (son of William), 94 n, 

95, 99 », 119 n, 127, 130, 131, 298 ». 

, Thomas de, 130. 

, William do, 15, 94 », 102 », 112 », 



119 4», 124 ft, 125, 126 », 130. 

, William de (son of Roger), 130, 



131. 



Badger (of Brockton), William de (III), 

130. 
Badger, Alan, Bector of; 72, 78. 

, Incmnbents of, 78-80. 

, Philip Fits Stephen de, 63-69, 74. 

, 1 • • • •^ Grand&ther of; 

64,65. 

, Philip de (II), 65, 72, 73, 74. 

, Philip de (III), 65, 74, 75, 78^ 87. 

, PhiHp de (IV), 65, 76, 79. 

, Philip de, Oerk, 66, 76, 78. 

^ Beginald de, 65, 68. 

, Bichard de, 65, 75 ». 

, f Margeiy, wife of, 66. 



, Bobert, Domefioy Tenant of; 61, 

62,63. 

^ Boger de, 66, 68-71, 126 ». 

— , , Philip, son of; 65, 71. 

, Boger, Clerk of, 67*, 70f», 78. 

, Boger de (of deobury North), 76. 

-, Stephen, Father of Philip de, 64, 



65. 



-,Thomasde(I),18, 65, 71,72, 73,76. 
-, , Margery de Beysin, wife 



of, 65, 71, 72. 



, , Ayioe, daughter of, 65. 

^ ^ • • • •^ daughter of (wife 

of Henry Maureysin), 65. 

, Thomas de (II), 65. 

— , Anabd, wife o( 66, 76, 



78, 79. 

, Willam de, 62, 63, 66, 130. 

-, William de (II), 66, 79, 93. 



Badlesmere, Bartholomew de^ 301, 336. 
J _^^_^... — ^ Margaret, 

wife o( 836, v. UmfirayilL 

, GHles de, 337 ». 

Elizabeth, sister of, 



337 fi, o. Northampton, Earls of. 
Bagot (of Blymhill), John (I), 203, 207, 

264 ». 

, John (II), 12, 25, 26, 186. 

, , Margeiy, wife o^ 12, 

218, V, Burwardsley. 

-, Margery, daughter of. 



12, V, CoTcne. 

-, Philippa, daughter of, 



12, V. Bromley. 

, , • • • •, daughter of, 12, 

V. Ipstones. 

, William, son of John (I), 263, 

264 n. 
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Bagot (of BljmliiU), Boger, John, and 

Thomas, brofchen of John (II), 264 fi. 
Bangor, Biahop o^ Henrey, 196. 

, , David, 199. 

Bardulph, Hugh, Da^er^ 188 m. 
Bartholomew, Glork of King John, 286. 
BaskerviUe, Hugh do, 23. 
Baskeryilld (of Herberborj), Balph de, 

152. 
J , Burga, daughter 

of, 152. 
Baaaet, Family of, 296-7. 

, Balph, Justice of England, 296. 

, , Gilbert, supposed eon of, 

296. 
Basset Thomas (of Colinton), 279 «, 

280 fi, 5w, 281, 284, 286, 287, 292, 

296. 
, — , Alice, daughter of, 296, v, 

Malet. 



^ , Johanna, daughter of^ 292, 

297, «. Valletort. 

-,Fhilippa, daughter of. 



296, «. Warwick. 

-, Philippe, wife of^ 284 «, 



296, V, Malbank. 
Basset, Thomas (of Hedendon), 278, 288, 

284,296. 
, , Alice de Dunstanyill, wife 

of, 278, 284, 285, 292, 296. 
y , • • • • daughter of;284, 



297, V. Creoun and Greslej. 

-, Gilbert (of Hedendon), 276 n, 288, 



284, 285, 286, 287, 291, 292, 296. 

y , Egeline, wife of^ 296. 

>, Eustachia, daughter of. 



284, 287, 291, 296, «. Gamyill. 
Basset (of Wycombe and Winterbum), 

284,296. 
, Alan, 279 «, 281, 284, 285, 286ii, 

294, 296. 
Basset, Osmund, 283 fi, 297. 

, , John, son of, 283ii, 297. 

, , , William, son of, 

283, 297. 
, , , , Cecily, wife 

of, 283 », 28411, 297, «. Dunstan?ilL 
Bath and Wells, Bishop of, 251-2. 
, — — , Robert Bur- 

nell V, Bumell. 
Baucis, William de, 66 ». 
Beauchamp, William de, 64^ 110. 

II. 



I Beckbury, Hugh de (I), 16, 70, 71, 91 hU, 
94 », 102 «, 103 «, 115 «i, Mf, 124 », 
125, 126 », 131, 132, 134, 170, 217 «. 

, , Alina, wife of, 133, 134. 

, Hugh de (II), 180 «, 131, 138, 

135, 136, 178, 228 n, «. Hadinton. 

• — ^ , Muota, daughter of, 133, 



135, 136. 
y y Johanna (or Ida), wife 



of, 188, 136. 



-, Thomas, son of, 136. 



-, John de (I.) 18, 71, 181, 132, 



220fi,328ii. 

-, John de (1344) 79, (1308-9) 



829 ». 



•i . Zohny son of (Clerk), 79. 

, Philip de, 28, 86, 119 ih 132, 

155, 822«i,829»,330». 

, lUohard, Chaplain of, 70 ». 

y Thomas de, 86. 

-, Warner de^ 50. 



Beoket, Thomas k, o. England, Chancel- 
lors of. 

Belcher, Balph le, 264 ». 

Bella«fago, Amaury de, 273 1». 

^elmeis, alias Beaumes, Family of, 206 », 
208-209, 241. 

Belmeis, of Donington and Meadowley, 
175-180, 185, 208-209, 241. 

, Ehigh de, 179, 180, 209, 238 n. 

, , Helene, wife oi, 180. 

, , John, brother of, 179, 180, 

209. 

^ , , John, son of; 180, 209. 

, Johnde, 155,178-9,209, 244,246. 

, Richard de (I), 175, 176, 183 s, 

206f», 208, 218, 238, 241. 

, Philip, brother of, 175 •, 



208. 



, Richard de (II), 176, 208. 

y Roger de, 177, 178, 209. 

, Walter de, 71, 176, 177, 178, 181, 

208, 218, 220 ». 
y , Johanna, wife of, 177, 178, 



208. 



-, William di^ 169, 175, 208, 241. 

Belmeis, Lords of Tong, 175, 185, 213 f», 
218 ». 

, Richard (I) de (Bishop of Lon- 
don), 174, 175 », 182, 191-201, 202, 
206, 208, 247, 266. 

, , Ayelina, sister of, 208. 

45 
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Belmeis, WiUuun son of Avelina de. 
Dean of St. Paul's, 200, 206. 

, • • • tister of Bishop Bichard 

(I) de, wife of • • • de Langford, 206. 
-, Balph de Langibrd, son 



of, Dean of St. Paul's, 206. 

', Walter de, brother of Bishop 



Bichard (I) de, 201, 208. 

-, William de, (presumed brother 



of Bishop Bichard I), o. Behneis, of 
Donington. 

-, PhUip de (I), 175, 201-206, 208, 



211, 212, 218, 221, 247. 

, Matilda, vile of, 203, 



205, 208. V. Meschin. 

-, Bichard (II), brother of. 



Bishop of London, 201, 204, 205, 
206 », 208, 27311. 

-, Bobert, supposed brother 



oi, 203, 208, videinfi-a, Robert (I). 
-, Philip de (II), 176, 203, 204^ 



206, 208, 211, 212, 217, 241. 

, Bannlf de, 203, 206 », 207, 208, 



210, 212, 217, 218. 

, , Adelicia, sister o^ 208, 



210, 211, 212, 217. 

*, William de, son of Adelida, 



212 ft, o. La Zouche. 

-, Philip, brother o( 212 «, 



9. La Zouche. 
Belmeis, Younger branch of^ holding lands 

at Tong, Stanwej, &c. 241-246. 
, Henry de, 179 «, 380, 181, 209, 



238 ft, 246. 



246. 



-, John, son of, 209, 246. 
-, y/TeoA, wife o^ 209, 



, Hugh de (Valet of Henry III), 

21, 86 bis, 87, 157, 167, 178, 179, 209, 
243-246. 

, Isolds, wife o^ 209, 244, 



246. 



, Bobert de (1), 176, 203, 208, 241. 

, , William, supposed son 

of (Canon of St. Paul's), 206ft, 208, 241. 
-, Robert de (II), 206 ft, 208, 241- 



242, 279 ft, 306 ft. 

, Bobert de (III), 209, 242-243, 



244. 



', Matilda, iiife of, 209, 



243,244. 

, William de, 308, 223, 242. 



Belmeis, Alan de, 178. 
Behneis, Philip de {e. 1223), 177, 218. 
Benefford, Gerard de, 246. 
Benthall, Philip de, 24. 

, Philip le Monner de, 24. 

, Bobert de, 23, 24. 

, , Hugh,brofcherof, 23,24. 



', William de, 15. 



Bera, De la, 257. 
Bermingham, 255, 257. 

, Heniy de, 239. 

, Matilda de, 226, 239. 

Bemehoud, Bobert, 819, 828. 

Bemer, 258. 

Bemeres, Bobert de, 286. 

Bemerall, CKlbert de, 281. 

Besselawe, Boger de, 133 ft. 

Betterton, Bobert de, 223. 

Beysin, Adam de (I), 7, 12, 18, 22, 71 Ins. 

, , Mabel, wife of, v. Bur- 

wardsley. 

, , Margery, daughter of, 

12, 18, 19, V. Badger. 

Adam de (II), 12, 18. 
John de, 13. 

, Anna, second wi& of^ 13) 

o. Latymer. 

, Elizabeth, daughter of, 

V. Cherlton. 

, Margaret, first wife o£, 

V. Mortimer. 



13, 



13, 



243, 



329 ft 



Bobert de, 13, 18, 19-21, 26, 245. 

, Isabel wife of, 13, 21, 

244-5, V. Bret and TurbenriUe. 
Bichard de, 11. 
Bobert de (of Arlsoott), 37. 
Thomas de, 18, 25, 31. 
Walter de (I), 13, 21, 37, 55 ft, 



, Alice, wife of, 13, 

V. Bumel. 
Walter de (II), 13. 

, Alice wife of, 13. 

Warin de, 18, 19, 22, 36, 37. 
, Margaret, daughter 



of, 37. 
Bideston, William de, 290. 
Bidun, Walter de, 66 ft. 
Bigedune, William de, 66 ft. 
Biggene^er, Balph de, 278 ». 
Binelard, John de, 236. 
Biset, Manasser, 64. 
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Biset, Henry, 215. 

, John, 233. 

^ Isolda, 288. 

Bishton (or BiBhopeston), Family of, 
166167. 

, Henry de (1221), 181. 

, Henry de (1258-6), 167. 

. , John son of; 87, 155 », 



167. 



-, Bobert son of, 167. 

- , John son of;i67. 



-, John Clerk of, 28, 155 «, 167. 
-, John de Aula de, 167, 179 n. 
-, Peter de, 167. 



Blee, Bichard des, 67 n. 
Blie, Geoffirey de, 212 it. 
Bluet, GUbert, 298, 313. 
, , Alice, wife of, 313. 



-, Henry, 319. 



Blund, Banulf le, 67 f». 

, Thomas, 96. 

BlymhiU, Master Thomas de, 86. 

, William de, 180 «. 

Bobbington, John Fitz Philip de, 300 n. 
Bobur, Boger, 37. 
«Bolinghale, Henry de, 169. 

, Hugh de (1203), 70 «. 

, , Nidiolas, Brother of, 

70», 170, 306ji. 

, Hugh de (1228-38), 220 ». 

-, Hugh de (1250-70), 28, 38, 



130 n, 167, 178, 183, 223 n, 330 ». 

-, Walter de (Monk of Build- 



was), 217. 
Body, Bobert, 145, 146. 

, , Hawise, wife of, 146. 

Bohun, Enjuger de, 216. 

, Savaric de v. Sarario. 

^j William de v. Northampton, 

Barl of. 
Bon-Valet, Walter, 15. 
Bordeaux, Oliver de, 287. 
Bosco, Gheoffery de, 20. 
^ J Margery, wife ot 20. 



-, Hamo de, 278 ii. 
-, Thomas de, 23. 



Bosleie, "Bernard de, 2 ». 
Boterell, William (of Alcester), 6. 
Boterell, Thomas (of Aaton), 21, 316. 
Botiller, Hamo le, 38. 

, John le, 42. 

Bottesfeld, WilUam de, 73. 



Bottesfeld, John, Brother of William de, 

73. 
Brabant, William de, 197. 
Bradley, Warin de, 16. 

, Warner de, 10. 

Braose, William de, 177 », 192, 213, 214. 

Bray, Adam de, 32. 

Breant, William de, 218. 

Brerlecton, Heliis de, 67 n. 

, Thomas de (of Stamiton, 

Shifinal), 319. 
Bret, John le, 144, 145. 

, PhiUp le, 13, 19, 21. 

, , Isabel, daughter of, 13, 19, 

V. Beysin. 
Bretun, William le, 10. 
Brewood, Black Nuns of, 187, 188 », 190», 

221. 
, Isabel Launder, ' Prioress of, 



188*. 



-, White Nuns of, 180, 187-190. 
-, , Prioress of the, 177, 



178, 179, 183, 239. 
; , , Alditlia, 189. 



> 



189. 



189. 



190. 



-, Cecilia, 189. 
-, Agnes, 189. 
, Joan de H uggeford, 

-, Alice de Harl^h, 

-, Beatrice de Dene, 

-, Margaret, 190. 



Brictstual, 80. 
Bridport, Master Giles de, 300. 
Brimstree, William, Beadle of, 155. 
Brimton, Adam de, 10. 
Brisebon, Nicholas, 43, 44. 

, , Hugh, son of, 44. 

, , Boger son of, 44, 121- 

122, 140. 
Brittany, Little, Earls or Dukes of, 8, 

210, 219. 
Brittany, Earl of, Alan, 210 ». 
, , , Geoffrey, father 



of, 210fi. 



-, Alan la Zouche, 210 ». 
-, Conan le Petit, 211. 
-, , Constance, daugh- 



ter of, 211. 



212, 213. 



-, Arthur Plantagenet, 
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Britton, Balph, Clerk, 119 ik 
Briwere, WilliAm, 98 », 213, 286. 
Brockton (Long Stanton), John de, 37. 
Brockton (Sutton), Agne«, daughter of 

William de, 102. 
— — — , Henry de, 100. 

, , SibU, wife of, 100. 

^ Henry de (Vicar of), 141, 



V. Sutton. 

, Hugh, Chaplain of, 115 », 141. 

, , Richard, Brother of. 



115 j», 141. 

-, Ito de, 92ii, 95, 99j», 119ji, 



120ih 127, IdOfi, 131 «, 29811. 
, John, Clerk of, 119, 121, 187, 



146. 

, Osbert of, 126. 

, Richard Fitz Edith of, 131. 

, Richard Fits Ito of, 146. 

, Richard, Priest of; 125. 

, ^ Margaret, daughter of, 

125, 126. 

, Robert de, 126 f», 133 ». 

, Sibil de, 126. 

, ', John 8on of, 126, 129 «. 

, — , f Agnee wife of, 126. 

, Thomas de, 95, 119 «> 120 «, 

131,29811,313,32911. 

-, John son of, 122 n, 313 1». 



Broke, Richard de la, 117 ». 
Bromfield, Master Adam de, 53. 
Brompton, Brian de, 51. 
, , Margaret, daughter ofi 

51, V. Harlej. 
Bromley, Benedict de, 15. 

, Geoffirey de, 12, 15, 25, 26, 27. 

, , PhiUppa^ wife of; 12,25, 

26, 27, V. Bagot. 

, John de, 13. 

-, Robert de, 13. 



Broseley v. Burwardsley. 

, Incumbents of, 33, 34-36. 

Brug, Dean of, 54. 

Brug, Prior of St. John's at, 147. 

Bruges, Richard de, 133. 

Sibil wife of, 133, 



9 » 

Mussun. 

^— , , Great Ghrandson of, 188, 

, Master Robert of. Clerk, 322 n. 



V. 



Brun, Henry, 33. 

, Richard, 83. 

^ Boger, 10. 



Broniht, 61, 93. 

Buberel, Henry, 282. 

Buildwas, Alan de, 175 », 264flk 

Build was. Abbot andOonTent of, 14, 88 », 

160, 171, 172, 173, 175, 183, 202-2^1, 

217, 221, 238, 250, 263-4, 311, 816, 327, 

334. 

, Stephen, Abbot of, 39. 

, Nicholas, Abbot o^ 172, 220, 

299. 

, Stephen, Abbot of, 264. 

, Monks of; Adam, Geoifirey and 

Brother Roger, 175 ». 
Burcham (Sussex), Harold, Priest of, 

273 fi. 
^ J Robert, Brother of, 

273 fi. 
Bures, Beatrice de, 189. 

J Peter de, 276. 

Buigo, De, 164. 

Burgo, Bertram (I) de, 84. 

^ , Helisant, wife o^ 

, Bertram (II) de, 84. 

, Bertram (III) de, 84^ 88. 

, PhiUp de, 84. 

^ , Alice wife of, 84, v. Stretton.* 

Burhred, 1. 

Bun, Richard de la, 133. 

Bumell, Family of, 97. 

f Hugh, 13. 

, y Alice, daughter of, 13. 

, Philip (1291), 101. 

, Richard, 101, 102, 127, 128, 



131 ». 



, , Alianore, wife o^ 127, 

128», o. Sanford. 

Robert (Bishop of Bath and 



Wells), 97, 99, 100, 101, 138, 134^ 

187 «, 823. 

, William (1278), 236. 

, William (of Langley), 102. 

, , Edward son of, 102. 

, 1 , Margaret Lee^ wife 

o( 102. 
Burwardsl^, Anian de, 22, 28, 24. 

, Denys de, 24. 

— ^— — f , Adam son o^ 24 

, y Roger son of, 24^ 88. 

, John de, 17, 24^ 32. 

, y John son of, 22. 

-, Philip de(Brother of Warin), 



5,12. 
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Burwardsley, Philip de (son of Warin), 
9-12, 14-18, 82, 71, 108 », 126 «i, 128. 

, , Emma, wife of, 12, 

14, 18, 22, 28. 

-, Eoger de, 9, 12, 14, 17, 18, 



20, 26. 



-, Warin de, 6-9, 12, 17, 18, 22, 
40, 69, 116ft, 12611, 128. 

-, Alice, daughter of, 9, 



12, 18, 21, 22, 24, 37, v, Eyton. 

>, Mabel daughter of. 



7, 9, 12, 18, 19, 22 M, 36, t>. Beysin. 

-, — — , Margery daughter of. 



9, 12, 18, 26-29, 218. o.Bagod. 

, William de, 16. 

-, William Eitz Warin de, 3, 



4, 6, 12. 



16 ». 



-, William son of Baldwin de, 
-, William, Parson of, 16, 34. 



Buterill, Geoffrey and Oliver de, 288. 

C. 

Cadeleg, Bobert de, 169. 

Cadugane (Sutton Maddock), 112 ii. 

Caisneto, Boger de, 272 m. 

Caleweton, Walter de, 36. 

CamTiIl, Gerard de, 82 «, 287. 

, , Nichola de Hay, wife of. 



32 ». 



-, Bichard de, 284^ 287, 296. 

-, EuBtachia, wife of, 284^ 



287, 296. 



-, Idonea, daughter of, 291, 



296. 
Canterbury, Archbishop of, 274. 

, Anselm, 196, 196. 

-, Balph, 198. 



201. 



, William Gurboil, 199, 200, 



-, Theobald, 331 Ik 

-, Thomas, 331 », v. England, 



Chancellors of. 

, Baldwin, 138, 332. 

, Hubert Walter, 188 ». 



— , Boni£EU^ 332 ». 
— t John de Peoham, 182fi, 382. 
— , Thomas Pits Alan, 140. 
-, Bean o^ 197. 



Cantilupe, 166 ». 

, John de, 209, 225-6, 233. 



Cantilupe, Margaret, wife of John de, 209, 
233, V, Zoucbe. 

, William de, Junior, 216. 

, , Milisent, wife of, 215. 

Cantreyn, John dc, 23, 24. 

Canyile, William, 38. 

Carbonel, William (of Ashford), 67 ». 

Cardiffe, William, 212 n. 

Cardinal, John the (1206), 188 n. 

Cardunull, Adam de, 290. 

Carles, Family of, 89. 

, Hugh, Bector of Badger, 79. 

, John, 180 1». 

, Nicholas, 80, 165«, 167, 244. 

, , Burgia, wife of, 167, 244. 



, Boger, 88, 156, 167, 160, 179 «, 

238 !», 317 «. 
-, William, 90. 



Carmarthen, Peter de, 324. 
, , Alice de Kenley, wife 

of, 324, V. Eenley. 
Carpenter, Bobert, 66 n. 
Carpenter, William, 16, 32. 
Carter, Walter (of Bouthton), 311. 

, , Alice wife of, 311. 

Castello (of Holgate), Herbert de, 203, 

204, 205, V, Helgot. 
^ ^ Nicholas, brother of, 

203. 
Castello .(of Idsall), Bichard de, 299, 

318-9. 
, , Emma (de Haughton), 

wife of, 318, 321, v. Haughton. 
Caudrell, Badulf, 212 n. 
Caughley, Philip de, 44^ 46. 
1 , Margery de Preethope 

(wife of), 44. 

-, Balph de, 16, 24, 28, 37ii#. 



43,44,46. 

-, Bichard de, 15. 



Chabbenore, Thomas de, 217. 
Chamberlain, Bobert, 66 ». 
Champeneys, William, 167. 
Chancellors, v. England. 
Charles, B^inald, 324. 
Chatoulne, William, Clerk of, 16. 
Chaucumb, Hugh de, 286. 
Chavel, Engaram, 218. 
Chedney, 283. 
Chend, Samson de, 67 «. 
Cheney, William de, 89. 
Cherleton, Alan de, 209. 
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Cherleton, Elene Ift Zoudie, wife of Alan 

de, 209. 
, Sip John de, of Powii, son 

of Al&nde, 324, 825. 

-, Alan de, of Aplej, son of 



Alan de, 824, 825, 326. 

-, John de, Bector of Wrock- 



wardine, 824. 

-, Master John de, 800 ». 



Cherlton (of Uppington), Adam de, 188. 
^ ^ Alio» wife of, 

133, V. Musson. 
Cherlton, Boger de, 13. 

■ , , Elizabeth wife of, 13, 

V. Beysin. 
Chemese, Beginald de, 817 n. 
Chester, Bishop of, v. Lichfield. 
Chester, Banulph (I) Earl of, 205 ». 
, f William, Brother 

of^ V. Meschines. 
, Banulph Blundcrill Earl of, 



284 fi. 
Chesthull, Bichard de, 183 n. 
Chetwynd, Family of, 48, 65 «, 307. 
■, Adam de, 48. 

, Beginald de, 807. 

, Boger de, 307. 

, John de, 56, 57. 



, John de (1300), 308. 

Chichester, Bishop of, 195. , 

, , Balph, 194. 

, , Hillary, 278 ». 



, Archdeacon of, Henry, 278 n. 
Chop, or Job, of Haughton, Bobert, 321 ». 
Cbre, De, 164 n, 836 n. 

, Margaret de, v. Badlesmere. 

Clarembald, Clerk, 200. 
Cleton, John de, 99. 

, , Alice, wife of, 99. 

Clifford, Walter JuTenis de, 67 n, 

, , Bichard, brother of,67«. 

, , Bosamond, sister of,67». 

, Walter (III) de, 296. 

-, Maud, daughter 



of, 296, V. Longespee. 
Clinton, Ito de, 55 ». 
Clodeshale, Bichard, 79. 

, , Alice wife of, 79. 

Clone, Bobert de, 811, 813 n. 

J ^ Mabel, wife of, 811. 

Codrell, Ellas, 212 n. 
Coleham, Banulf de, Clerk, 812. 



Coleshnll, John de, 824 ». 
CoUe, Hugh, 826 ». 

, Bichard, 313 ». 

Cnulle, Balph de, 67 n, 
Cocus (of Brockton), 129-180. 

, Helias, 94 », 112 », 115 », 119, 

125, 126 fft, 129. 
, Bobert, 102 «, 115, 123, 126 », 



126 M, 129. 
, William, 94 n, 95, 119, 125, 129, 

130. 
Cocus (of Lee), Bichard, 313 n. 

, Walter, 312 », 318 n. 

Cocus, Boger, 818 n. 
Codshall, Master Thomas de, 119 ft. 
Cold (or Colt), Alexander le, 96. 
Colington, Philip de, 67 ». 
Collet, Bobert, 228. 
Constantine, Bichard de, 58. 

, Thomas de, 22, 119 «. 

, William de, 206 n. 

Corbet (of Cans), Boger, 196 «. 
, Bobert, 53. 



-, Thomas, 22 m, 65, 136, 187 «. 
-, Peter, 154. 



Corbet (of Longden, &c.), Bobert, 196 ». 
Corbet (ofWattlesboroughandMoreton), 
49,807. 

, Bichard, 806. 

, Bichard, son of Bichard, 306, 307. 

, , (Joan) Toret, wife of. 



807, V. Toret. 

, Bobert, 122 ii, 298 n bU, 307-809, 



821. 



-, Thomas, 809, 829 n. 



Corbett (of Habberley and Longnor),88 », 

89. 
Corbet (of Hadley, Tasley, &o.), Bobert, 

226, 239, 240. 
, , Matilda, wife of; 226, 



289. 



-, Boger (I), 115 n, 280 ». 

-, Boger (II), 119 n. 

-, Boger (III), 122 i», 817 », 326 », 



829 ft. 

, Thomas (I), 18, 22, 119 n. 

-, Thomas (U), 122 », 298 », 828 it. 



Corbrond, * * * (husband of Juliana 

Mussun), 138. 
f Bichard, their Great-Grand- 

son, 183. 
Corfhul, Boger de, 87. 
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Costenteine, William de, 206 n, v. Con- 

Btantine. 
Coterel, William, 91. 
Courtney, Egelina de, 296, o. Basset. 
Covene, Osbert de, 23. 
Covene, Balph de, 12, 22, 23, 25-29. 
, , Margery wife of, 12, 

25-29, V. Bagot and Drayton. 

-, Alice daughter of, 13, 



V. Fenford and Sanj. 
Coyentiy, Bishops of, v. Lichfield. 

, William, Prior o^ 139.' 

Crasset, Henry, 172 n, 264. 

, Eichard, 150, 263. 

, WiUiam (ciroa 1200), 170, 263. 

-, William (1272), 173, 264. 



Creoun, Wido de, 284, 297. 

, , • • • Basset, wife of, 

284, 297, V. Basset. 
Creswell, William de, 169. 
Crispin, Joceline, 283. 
Cude, or Keede, Stephen son of William, 

98, 99, 127, 128. 

, William, 98 », 127, 128. 

, , Felicia wife of, 127. 

, • , Sibil and Margery, 

daughters of, 128. 
Cuilli, Hugh de, 205. 
Cumbrevill, Hugh de, 271. 
, , Eoger and Bainald de 

Insula, brothers of, 271. 
Cumbwell, Hugh de, 290. 
Curci, William de, 278 n. 
Cure, Osbert de, 67 «. 

, Philip de, 67 ». 

, William de, 67 n. 

Cursor, Gerard, 278 ». 
Cutona, William de, 279 «. 
Cutuel, Ealph, Qerk, 16, 34. 



D. 



Daniel, 66 ». 

Dapifer, Robert (Sutton), 126 ». 

Dayenant, 166. 

DaiTill (DavuU, or Dauyill), Reginald de, 

112 », 279 », 281. 
Dawley, William, Priest of; 112 ». 
Dene, Alan de la, 16, 38. 

, , Warner, son o^ 16, 38. 

, Nicholas de, 21, 24, 88. 

, Thomas de la, 38. 



Derinton, Nicholas de, 15. 

Despenser, 163. 

Despenser (of Willey), Nicholas, 58, 59. 

, , Christiana, wife of 

58, «. Stalhere. 

.,Wimam, 21. 



Derereux (of Idsall), John {circa 1272- 

1289), 823 », 325, 330. 
, John (circa 1309), 324 «s 325 », 

326 fi, 330. 
Deyereuz, William, 20, 22, 23. 
, , Matilda, wife of, 20- 



23. 



-, William, son of 23, 



233. 
Devises, Robert de, 319, 330. 

, Walter de, 326 «, 330. 

, William de (circa 1250), 328 ». 

, William, son of Robert de (1272), 

319, 330. 
, William de (1280-1316), 318 n, 

323 n, 325 », 330. 
Digby, Sir Kendm, 192 n. 
DistU, 66 n. 
Diva, Wido de, 276. 
Dodington, Adam de, 99 i>. 

, Robert de (1280), 99. 

, , Isolda wife of, 99. 

-, Robert de, 55 », 75 ». 



Doningtwi, Henry de Belton, Parson of, 
184. 

y Incumbents of, 183-184. 

, James, Rector of, 183-4. 

^ Simon, Parson of, 183. 

Doniton, Philip de, 214 ». 

Donnyger, 137. 

, William, 95. 

Dore (Herefordshire), Abbot and Con- 
vent of; 159, 160, 161. 

Dover, Hugh de, 4. 

, , Matilda wife o^ 5. 

Drayton, Adam de, 319. 

f Alice de, 98 ». 

Drayton, William de, 12, 25, 28-30. 
1 , Margery Bagod, 

wife of, 12, 25, 28-30, v, Covene and 

Bagot. 
Drayton (Shiffnal), Alice de, 325. 

, Thomas de, 326. 

, William de, 326, v. Pater- 

Noster. 
Drciton, Robert, Dean of, 112. 



356 



INDEX OF PERSONS. 



Dublin, Abbot of, Leonard, 280 n, 

, Archbishop of, 187. 

-, Bishop of, Gregory, 199. 



Dud, Henry, 310. 
Duddelegh, Robert de, 311. 
DudmastoD, Robert de, 172 n. 

, Walter de, 116 «. 

Dunning, 173. 

DunstenTin, Famfly of, 268-304, 809, 

835 ». 

,Alan de (I), 202 », 268, 

271, 272-8, 274, 279, 297, 313, 
335 41. 

-, Alan de (II), 272, 273, 278, 



279 », 280 », 281, 283-4, 297. 

., ••••wife of. 



283, 297, 9. Langetot. 
, , Cecily, daugh- 
ter of, 283 n, 297, u. BasBct. 

-, lieginald de. Earl of Corn- 



wall, 268, 273 n, 275, 282, 283, 288, 
302, 303, 334 n. 
, Gnndred, sister 



of, 269. 



Count, son of, 288. 



-, Henry Fitz 
-, Ursula, alleged 



daughter of, 282, 302, 803, 335 «. 

-, Herbert, bro- 



ther of, 278 IS V. Fitz Herbei;^ . 

— , Reginald de, 268, 269, 271, 



297. 
, , Adelina, wife 

of, 268, 269, 270, 271, 297. 
, Robert de, 271-2, 278, 292, 



297, 335 ». 

-, Walter de (I), 91, 112, 273- 



284, 285-287, 291, 292, 294 «, 297, 
305-6, 309, 318, 314, 317, 820, 325, 
83511. 

-,HawiBe, ali<is Sibil, 



wife of, 277, 279, 280, 281, 282, 285, 
287-292, 297, v. Pr^ux. 

-, Alice, sister o^ 



273, 283-4, 285, 292, 296, v. Basset. 

-, Walter de (II), 282, 284- 



294, 297, 310, 315, 326, 833. 

-, Petronilla, 



wife of, 288 », 289 «, 293-4, 297, v. 
Fitz Alan. 

', John, sup- 



Dunstanrill, Walter da (III), 92, 119 ft, 
180 •, 131 IS 274 «, 293-800, 807, 810, 
813, 819-9, 820, 327-8, 829. 

^ — ,Dioni8ia,wi£0 

of, 297, 299, 800. 
^ ■ ,Roeee^wife of, 



297, 800. 



-, Petronilla, 

daughter of; 295, 297, 299 ft, 300, 801, 

880. 

-^ Walter de (Rector of Ids- 



all), '58, 112 ft, 115, 279 ft, 280 ft, 281. 
884-5. 

, William de, 278 ft, 835 ». 

, — —, Walter brother 



posed son of, 92 ft, 298 n. 



of, 278 ft, 835 ft. 
Durham, Hugh, Bishop of, 138 ft. 
Dynan, Hawise de, 4 ft, 12. 

E. 

Eadmer, 195, 196, 197. 

Edmer, (T. R. E.) 25& 

Edric, (T. R. E.) 258 bit. 

Edwin, Earl of Mercia, 178, 174 ft, 258. 

Edwin (Stockton), 142. 

Elmer, (T. R. E.) 258. 

Ely, Henrey, Bishop of, 196. 

Elyas, Clerk, 829 n, v. Wyke. 

Engelard, Chaplain, 55. 

England, Chancellors of, Waldric or Wal- 
ter, 194 ft. 

, Chancellor of, William Fitz 

Gilbert (under the Empress), 273 ft. 

, Thomas ^Backet, 



5 ft, 108. 



129 ft. 



-, Ralph de Nerill, 
-, Robert BumeU, 



97, o. BumeU. 
England, Constable of, William de Bohun, 

887, o. Northampton, Earl of. 
England, Kings, Queens, and Princes o^ — 

K. Edward the Confessor, 2, 45, 61, 80, 
93, 103, 104 ft, 142, 149, 166, 168, 
173, 174», 191, 262, 265-305, 308. 

K. William I, 103, 104, 149, f>. Nor- 
mandy, Duke of. 

K. William Rufus, 80, 106, 182. 268. 

K. Henry 1, 2, 47, 64, 81, 82, 105,106, 
107, 150, 182, 191, 192, 194-199, 
201, 202 ft, 267, 269 », 271, 273, 
331. 
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England, Songs, Qoeens, and PrinceB of^ — 
{coutimued,) 
K. Henry I, Adeliza, wife of, 199. 

, Matilda, daughter of, 48», 

106, 269 Ji, 270, 271, 273. 

-, William, son of, 195. 



K. Stephen, 48 », 107, 182, 202, 269, 

270, 831. 
K. Henry II, 6, 64, 102, 108, 109, 110, 
112, 132, 187, 138, 182, 202 n, 
207, 210, 211, 271, 273,275,277, 
831, 835. 

, Geoffrey, son of, 211,212. 

, f Constance, wife 

of, 211, 212. 
, , Arthur, son of. 



212. 



-, Henry, son of^ 275. 



K. Bichard I, 7, 8, 113, 138, 151, 169, 

263 II, 276,*277, 284, 285, 287, 

291-2. 
, John, Earl of Moreton, 

brother o^ 8, 276, 288 f». 
K.John, 151, 185, 186, 187, 192, 

212-13, 214, 215, 283, 287, 286, 

294 1», 335. 
E. Henry III, 9, 99 », 129 is 134^ 182, 

215, 216, 219, 228, 242-3, 289, 

331. 
, Isabella, sister of, wife 

of the Emperor Frederick, 14, 

117, 152, 220, 293. 
, Edward, son of, 58, 242, 



294. 



, Edmund, son o^ 227. 

, , Thomas, Earl 

of Lancaster, son of, 238. 
K. Edward I, 232, 322. 

f Eleanor, Queen of, 234, 

235. 
E. Edward II, 160 ». 
K. Edward III, 198 ift. 
E. Bichard II, 82 ». 
Ercalewe (or Hadley), William (II) de, 
112 91, 279^0^0 51. 

, , Pagan, brother of, 

112 «. 

, , William, son ofl 

called "Minor" or "Juvenis," 133 », 
282, o. William (III) de. 
, William (III) de, 112 n, 115 n, 



133 «. 



Ercalewe (or Hadley), Alan, brother of 

William (HI) de, 282. 
, Hamo, brother of William 

(III) de, 112 ». 

-, Bichard, brother of William 



(III) de, 112 «. 

-, William (H or in) de, 279 



note&2. 



119 ». 



-, William (IH or IV) de, 92, 

, William (IV) de, 22. 

, John de, 131 », 298 n. 

, William (V), de, 55 ». 

Erdinton, Giles de (Justiciar), 22, 223, 

242. 
Espele, Bobert de, 124 «. 
Essex, Earl of, Geoffirey de Mandeyille, 

109, 110, 271. 
, , Geoffrey Fiti Piers, 294, 



e. Fitz Piers. 



-, William de MandeviUe, 



278 fi. 
Essington, Bobert de, 10. 
Esthop, John de, 74 n. 
Estwik, John de, 183. 
Eswell, V. Astall. 
Eton (Juxta Pitchford), Bichard de, 

155. 
Ettingestal, William de Paroo de, 155. 
Erelith, Gerard de, 125 n, 218 «i, 306, 

827 ft, «.Toret. 

, John, 807. 

Evreux, Earl of, 215. 

^ , MiUsent, widow of, 215. 

Ewdness, Nicholas de, 147. 
, Balph de, 147. 



-, Walter de, 71, 147. 



Ewias, Boger de, 205. 
Exeter, Bishop of, 72, 195. 

, , William de Werelwast, 

194 a. 
Extraoeus, «. Strange. 
Eyton (of Water Eyton, Staffordshire)— 

, John de (I), 12, 21. 

^ ^ ^ce^ Ti^e of^ 12, 22, V, 

Burwardsley. 
, , Amicia, daughter of, 12, 



22. 



II. 



, John de (II), 12, 24. 

, John de (III), 13, 24. 

y John de (IV), lift, 13, 24. 

, Boger de, 12, 22-24, 33, 38. 

46 
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BytODy PetronillB, dsugliler of Boger di^ 
13,23,24. 

.. ^ 'BwmaM de, 13, 25. 

Ejton (on the Wildinoon) — 

^,Fii]k,254. 

, PctwOO de, 112, 279 ■^280%^. 

^ Peter (U) de, 103 ». 

', Peter (III) de, 87, 122is 317, 



323ii»326». 



Peter, son of, 817. 



-, Wnikm de, 315. 



wife oi, 815, 



F. 



Faber, v. Smith. 

FUejw, Hugh de, 194, 208 flk 

JFnrhw, Katflds de, 99. 

Fbrlow, PhiUp de, 41, 98, 99, 100, 127. 

, Wido (or Quy) de, 15, 40, 98. 

, 1 Iieiid, wife o^ 40, 98, 0. 

Linle^. 
Ferrers, EarU, 152. 

, Wiliiam, Earl, 279«, 294. 

Fits Adam, Bobert (of Stanton), 326, 

333. 
Fits Aer, Hugh le, 31. 

f John le, 298 n. 

Fits Alan, Familj ot, 95 n, 188, 257, 300. 

^ William (I), 82, 273ii, 280. 

f f Walter, brother o^ 

273 ». 
9 William (II), 9, 40, 53» 54^ 

143,288,294. 

-, PetroniUa^ daoghter 



o(288is289«,297. 

^ John (T), 55, 289«^ 334«. 



, John (II), 57, 85. 

f Bichard, (Earl of Anmdel), 

807. 
Fits Alvio (of Bmg), Alan, 17. 
Fits Avioe (of Bmg), Henry, 117 «^ 
Fits Bernard, Thomaa, Sn. 
Fits Count, Henry, 288, v. DunstanTilL 
Fits Deremot, John, 153. 
Fits Eylward, Adam, 82. 
Fits Flaald, Alan, 196 1». 
Fits G^ffirey, Alan, 281, «. Zouche. 
Fits Qerold, Maurice, Justiciar, 153. 

^ Warin, 294. 

Fits Goderiofa, William, 16. 
Fits Grent, Boger, 66». 



Fits Henry, (Mfirid, eSs. 

Fits Herbert, Herbert (II), 278 •. 

Fits Hugh, John, 286. 

Fits Hn^ (of Bowlaa), John, 31, 131 «, 



FiU Hu^ Oabem, e. Bidiatd'a-OBatle. 

Fits John, Boger, 122*. 

Fits Leyni, Orent, 66flw 

Fits liofwin, Lof win, 67 •. 

Fits Maracot, Hamo, 170. 

Fits Martin, Niciiolaa (Jnatieiar), 229. 

Fits Kidiolaa, Balph, 152, 15a 

Fits Kidiolaa, Bichaid, 39. 

Fits Odo, PetiomDa, 51, 53, «. WOiky. 

^,Philq>, 208, 206. 

, , Boger, brother id, 205. 



-, Bichard, r. Byton. 
-, Boger, 53, 54. 
-, Thomas, 53, 54. 



Fits-Osbat) Bobert,*278«. 

Fits-Pagan, John, 17& 

Fits Peter, Herbart» 177. 

Fits Piers (Earl of Eaaez), GeoAey, 69, 

70, 186, 214. 
Fits-Balph, William, 181. 
(of Parra Lee), Badiard, 315, 



316. 



(of Whitchuzeh), William, 



333. 



Fits-Beginald, Bobert, v. DnnatanyilL 
Fits-Bichard, Osbem e. Bichard'a-Oaatle. 
Fits-Bicfaard, William, 9. 

.J ^ Emma wife o^ 10. 

Fits-Bobert (of Bowks), Hugh, 22, 92 a^ 

133 a. 
Fits Boger, Emma, 306. 

(of Brockton), Bichard, 126. 

(ofUpton), Bichard, 829. 

Fits-Seman, William, 119 a. 
Fits-Silrester, John (of Souldem, Oxen), 

32,34. 
, , Thomas, son of, 32, 

83. 
Fits-Siward, Siward, 157. 
Fits-Tetbald, v. Tetbald. 
Fits-Thomas, Nicholas, 290. 
Fits-Thorold, Bobert (of Bmg), 72. 

, , Philip son o^ 72. 

Fits-Toret, Peter, 58, 278 a, bis e. Toret. 
Fitz-Tyrric, Henry, 46. 

, , Sibil daughter o^ 46. 

Fits- Walter, William, 66a. 
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Fite Warm, Family of, 8, 7, 11, 12, v. 
Metz, Warm de. 

, Fulk (I), 8i», 4, 5. 

, Folk (II), 4 II, 6, 12. 

, , Hawise, wife ofi 4 », 



«. Dynan. 



., Fulk (m), 10. 12, 14. 
-, Fulk (III or IT), 11, 26. 



f Soger, 4, 12. 

, Walter, 50, 169. 



-^ Walter, 169 », 221. 

-, William, 8, 4, B, 12, v. Bur- 



wudfiley. 
Fitz Wann (of Briotdegh, Deronshire), 

William, 213, 214. 
Fits-Warin, Hugh, 278 n. 
Fitz- William, Peter, 206 n, 

, Philip, 206 «. 

y Bohert, 206 «. 

(of Bhig), Boger, 72 «. 

FlamTill, Boger de, 212». ' 

Flemeng, Henry le, 300 «. 

Foleville, Qeoffirey de, d06i», e. Fiette- 

ville. 
Forcer, Hemy le, 8d&i«, 40, 41, 74«, 99, 

100, 101. 

^ , Burga, wife of, 41. 

^ f Boger, brother of, 100. 

, Thomas le, 42. 

^ , Maud, wife of, 42. 

-, William le (I), 15, 40, 99, 



101. 



• • 



V. Linkj. 



de Linley, wife o^ 40, 



-, Nicholas, brother of, 101. 
-, William le (II), 31, 41, 42, 179 », 



238 ». 
Forde, Bobert de, 816. 

, WUliam de, 816. 

^ ^ Joanna, mother of, 816. 

Forester, Alexander le, 66 ». 

(of Donington), Banulph le, 

178, 188-4, 

(of Ashby), William, 211. 



Fraunceys, William le, 242. 

, , William, son of, 242. 

, , , Agnes, wife 



of, 242. 

Fredevill, v. Fretteyille. 
Freford, WUliam de, 237 n. 
Fremon (Albrighton), Bobert le, 86. 
French (Brockton), Boger, 125. 



FretteriQe, FroUyill, or FraleviU% 280 », 

306 41. 

, Baldwin de, 278 », 281, 306 #». 

, Boger de, 279 », 280 n, bis, 

306 n. 
FreteweU, Philip de, 83. 
Fretheric, Chaplain, 67 n, 
FreriU, Alexander de, 237. 
Freville, Baldwin de, 19. 

, William de, 19. 

Fuloo, Clerk (Sutton), 112, 115. 

, Sibil and Emma, daughters o( 115. 

Fomdlis, Alan de, 6 ». 

a. 

Gamages, Qodfirey de, 226, 227. 
, , BufJBBSiia, daughter o( 



226,227. 



0^226. 



-, Elizabeth, daughter 



-, LuciBi daughter o^ 



226, 227. 

-, Matthew de, 228» 229, 230. 



Oayeston, Piers, 160 », 238. 

Qeomrej, Clerk, 67 ». 

Germany, Emperor o^ Frederick U, 14, 

72. 
0emyn, John, son of John, 184. 
Oervase 0och, 107-113, v. Sutton. 
f Qriffin, son o^ 8, v, 

Sutton. 
Gethne, (T.B.E.), 2. 
Gifiard (of Chillington), 165. 

-, Joan, a Nun of Brewood, 189. 



-, John (circa 1280), 86 «#, 87. 
-, John (1314), 237 n. 
-, Peter, 178. 
•, Thomas, 190. 



Giffiird, Sibil, 19, 20. 

Giffitrd (of Brimmesfield), John, 122, 297. 

, -, Alionore, daughter 

o^ 122, V, Strange, of Blackmere. 

, Maud, wife o^ 297, 



V, Clifford. 
Gilbert (tesHa), 278 ». 
Girardville, William Mallet de, 58«. 
Giros, Bobert de (circa 1139), 203. 

, Bobert de (circa 1185), 53. 

, Bobert de (1219), 334. 

GlanviU, Banulph de, 138 n. 
Glazeley, Alan de, 75 ». 
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aioooeeter, Walter, Constobk of, 103. | 

, , Milo, son ot, V. Here- 
ford, Esrlfl of. 

Qt>debald the Priest, 201. 

., Robert, son of, 201. 

Godhit, 149. 

Gh>drich (Broseley), 16. 

, Quepith, daughter of, 17. 

Godwin, 258. 

Golding, Thomas, 299. 

Gh>t, John le, 16. 

Grandison, Sir WiUiam, 156, 159. 

, , Sibil, wife of, 

156, 159, «. Tregoz. 

Grane, Lucas de, 32. 

Grendon, Robert de, 127. 

Grene (Brockton), lUchard de, 126. 

Grenhul, John de, 28, 8611, 92, 120fi, 
130 », 131 », 312 M, 321, 328 «. 

, Banulf de, 86, 87, 92, 329 ». 

, Richard de, 86, 91, 92, 94 », 

130 », 172 41, 298. 

-, Robert de, 91, 279 ». 



Greslej, Albert de, 284, 297. 

, , • • • • Basset, wife of. 



284,297. 



-, Robert, son of, 297. 
-, daughters of, 297. 



Gret, Philip de, 70. 

Griffin, Geoffrey, 115 n. 

Griffith, Johanna, 226. 

Grip, John, son of, 48. 

Guest, Roger (of Priors Lee), 313. 

, , Thomas, son of, 313. 

Gust, Master Adam le, Rector of Idsall, 
122 », 336. 

H. 

Hadeleg, Roger de, 313 fi. 
Hadinton, Hugh de, 130 », 135. 
Hadiey, Family of, 165 n. 

, Alan de, 282. 

, William de, v, Ercalewe. 

Hales, Peter de, 170. 

, Roger de, 136. 

Hammes, Hamo de, 290. 

Halcton, v. Haughton. 

Haroourt, Family o^ 41 n, 192, 222. 

, Henry de, 74. 

, Henry de (1314), 237 «. 

, John de, 287 n. 



Haroourt, Ridiard da, 101, 222. 

^, William de, 101, 209, 222-224, 

226, 233, 237, 244. 

— , Alice, wife of, 209, 



222, 223, 224, 237. 

-, Margery,dAnghter of. 



101, p09, 223, 224, 225, 233, «. Oan- 
tilupe. 

-, Orabel, daughter of. 



209, 223, 224, 225, 226, v. Pembruge. 
^ , Hillaria 2d wife of; 



223,224,244. 
, ^ Richard, son of, 223, 

233,236. 
Harley, Alice de. Prioress of Brewood, 189. 
Harley, Henry de, 51. 

, Maloolumb de, 51, 75, 300 ». 

, PhiUp de (Rector of Willey), 51, 



60. 



-, Richard de, 31, 51, 58, 60. 

-J ^ Burgia, wife ot^ 31, 



51,60. 

, Richard de. Clerk, 17. 



-, Robert de, 51, 57 «, 60. 

-, , Margaret, wife o^ 51. 

-, William de, 65. 



Harpcote, Walter de, 134. 
Hartishom, Henry, Parson of^ 212 n. 

, , Ralph, brother o^ 

212 i». 
Hastings, Henry de (1258), 74. 

, Henry de, his son, 223, 224b 

, , Hillaria, sister o^ 223^ 



224. 



-, John de, 76. 

-, William de, 278 ». 



Haughmond, Abbot and Conrent of^ 

27811, 293. 

y Richard, Abbot o^ 280 ». 

Haughton (Staffordshire), Family of, 63. 

, Robert de, 10, 73, 298 «. 

Haughton (Shiffnal), Alan de, 313 fi, 

319», 321i». 

, Hugh de (I), 320, 327. 

, Hugh de (II), 320, 328 «. 

, Hugh de (in), 86, 87, 318, 



821-324. 



324, V. Eenley. 



', Alice, wife of, 328 his^ 
-, Roger (de Kenley), 



son of, 322, 324. 



-, Henry, son of, 322. 
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Haughton, Hugh, aon of, Hiigh de (HI), 

325. 

, Roger de (I), 281, 320. 

, Sibil de, supposed wife of 

Eoger (I), 281, 318, 320. 

., Roger de (II), 183, 318-19, 



820-21, 328 ». 

-, Emma, daughter of, 318. 



Haya, Adam de la, 15. 

, Jurdan de, 33. 

, Nichola de, wife of Gerard de 

CsmyiUe, 32 n. 

-, Robert de, 16, 17, 31, 32, v. 



Sheriffs. 

-, Robert de, Sector of Souldem 



(Oxon), 32«. 

-, Robert de. Sheriff of Oxfordshire, 



&c., 32». 

-, WiUiam de, Rector of Broseley, 



Hethene, Henry le (of Larden), 37. 
Hetune, Adam de, 169, v, Traynel. 
HibemenBiB, v. Irish. 
Higford, or Hugford, Hemy de (1203), 

85, 326. 
, Henry de, 16, 22, 32, 218, 220, 

256, 326-7, 328. 

, John de, 137. 

, Nicholas de, 136, 137. 

, Walter de (1), 326. 

-, Walter de (II), 15, 70, 71, 103«, 



32, 34. 
Heches, Pagan de, 67 n. 
Hedleg v, Hadley, and Ercalewe. 
Helgot, 2, 196 », 258 5w. 

, Herbert, son of, 196 », v, CasteUo. 

Hemes, John de, 170, 279 », 309. 
, , Walter son of, 170, 264, 

309. 
Hempton, William de, 37, 74. 
Hengham, Ralph de. Justiciar, 232, 322, 

323. 
Herbert, Seneschal of Ideshal, 92 n, v. 

Wyke. 
Hereford, Adam de, 170. 
Hereford, Bishop of, 22, 35, 42, 72, 77-79, 

154. 
, , Richard (de Capella), 

199. 
, y Robert (de Betun), 

204,331. 
, , Peter (de Aqua- 



blanca), 22. 

, ^ Thomas Charlton, 

3311, 77. 



, John (Trilleok), 79. 

., , Charles Booth, 77. 

-, Earls of, 177 », 180. 

-, Earl of, Milo, 193, 271. 

-, , , Roger, son of. 



270. 
Herez, William de, 279 ». 
Herleton, Ralph de, 67, 68. 
Hennann, Chaplain, 273 n. 



ll5«i, 119«, 124f», 125fi bis, 126», 134, 
21811,22041. 

^ Walter de (H or III), 16, 17, 32. 

-, Walter de (IH), 22, 51, 56, 57, 



92, 119 m, 130 », 298 1». 

.^ • • • • daughter of^ 51, 



56, 57, V, Wililey. 
, Walter de (IV), 31, 179«, 238», 



329 ». 



-, Walter de (1369), 148. 

-, Walter de. Rector of Stockton, 



148. 



-, Wmiam de, 55, 75, 102fi, 122 n, 



136, 223 », 298 fi, hia. 

, WilHam de (1379), 148. 

, William de, Rector of Stockton, 



148. 



-, WilUam de (of TJpton),2l7,326. 
Hinnington, Baldwin de, 170, 309. 
, ^, John8onof,l70,309. 



-, John de, 327 n. 



Hod (of Drayton), Roger, 87, 319», 321, 

322 «, 323. 

, William, 313 », 324 », 326, 326. 

Hodenet, Baldwin de, 102 », 133 ». 
, Odo de, 16, 17, 92 «, 117 is 

119», 127, 128, 130«. 
Hog, Thomas le (of Stanton), 326, 333. 
Holegode, Richard (of Shiffiial), 319. 
Holland, Robert de, 209. 
, , Maud la Zouche, wife of, 

209. 
Homme, John de la, 310. 
Hop, Benett de, 67 ». 

, Robert de, 67 n, 

Hope-Bowdler, Nicholas, Parson of, 172. 

Hope, Richard le, 321. 

Hopton, Walter de, 55. 

Horde, Richard, 122 ». 

Horseley, Robert de, 212 ». 

Howele, Roger de, 319. 
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Howie, BiduBd, 329 s. 

Hnbert (Pracher of the CrnMdei), 72. 

Hubert, Alen and Adam, 316. 

Hull, Stephen de, 23. 

Hamfiej, John, 180 m, v, Hmnpfafctton. 

Hnmpfanston, Humphnj de, 172 % ISl, 

22011, 223 ». 

, John de, 180% 18L 

^ Wmiem de, 181. 

■ , ■ , Lfltkas wi& o^ 

166, 181. 



-, Waiiam de, 28, 181. 



Honnit, 46, 48-49, 304-5, 308-9. 

I. 

IdMn, Inenmbentc o( 835-337. 
Idsall, Lords o( 172, 217 «, etpasnm. 
, Matter Biehard de, 112 % 138 % 



218 •, 279 a, 335 Ik 



218 a, 335 a. 



-, Nicholaa, ton o^ 
-, Peter, Qerk, son 



o^ 327-8, 335 a. 

f Philip de, 115 a. 

, Philip, Parson o{, 336. 

f Boger de, 290. 

, Simon de, 319. 

, Vicar o^ 173. 

-, William Moreton, 334. 



InfSuis, Alan (Brockton), 125, 126. 

f f William, son oi^ 126. 

Insula, D*, v. Litle. 
Ipstones, John de, 13, 26, 27. 

, William de (I), 12, 25, 26. 

, f • • Bagot, wife of, 12, 



26. 



-, William de (II), 13. 



Irish (Tbemensis), Philip, 328 a. 
Irish, Biehard, 58, 328. 

, , John son of, 828. 

, , Petronilla daughter of. 



328, e. Upton. 



-, Biehard son of^ 



329. 
Itbel, or Fitz Ithel, Adam, 125. 

, John, 129, 130. 

Ivelith, e. Brelith. 
Iwejn, e. Owen. 

J. 
James, Chaplain of Broseley, 32, 34 a. 



John, Chiqilain {tmUg), U5a. 

, Clark of Qoecn Addiza, 200. 

Jordan, Master, 278 a. 

Joje, Master John, Becior of IdaaH, 335-6. 

Jomieges, William o4 269a. 



Kalkriiale, Alice de, 189. 
Karieton, Wyman de, 116. 
Keede, «. Code. 
Kemberton, Alan de, 322 «. 
Kembarton, Gilbert, Chaplain o^ 126 a. 
— — — ,Nicholaa de, 129 a. 
ICemberton, Walter de, Beetor of IdsaO, 

92% 119% 180 a, 143, 298% 818 % 886. 
Kenlej, Alice d% 823-4. 
Kenlef , Jnliana d% 61, a. Wililej. 
, Master John de, GLerik, 811,312, 

823 Mr. 

, Balph d% 312. 

-, Bufga danghter o^ 312^ 



V. Skybrass. 

-, Boger de (son of Hugh de 



Haughton), 324^ a. Hanghton. 
Kilbj, Hugh de, 246. 
Kinlet, Hemy Clerk o^ 18. 
Kinslow, Geoffrey de (II), 31. 
Knicht, John le, 310. 
Knightlej, Biehard de, 31. 

^ Bobert de, 86. 

Knycbeleye, v. Neachlej. 
Knolle, Aehi de, 281, 317, 326 a. 
, OliTer de (Harper of Walter de 

DunstauTill), 279% 281, 317-8, 320. 
-, Sibil de Halcton, supposed 



wife o^ 318. 

-, OliTer de (I, 11, or III), 92% 



130% 131a, 298% 299a, 300% 313, 
318, 319 a, 328 a. 

J Pagan de 1% 318. 

, Biehard de la, 318. 

, Swein de, 281, 317. 

-, Thomas de 1% 318, 322% 325% 



826 a. 
Kynaston, Family o( 113 a. 

L. 

Lacheia, Balph de, 66 a. 
Laci, Family of; 147. 
, Gilbert de, 40. 
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Laci, Eatherine de, 38. 

, Margery de, 57, 227. 

, Boger do, 258, 261. 

Lam, GkoflBrey de, 67 n. 
Langetot, Emma de, 283, 297. 
, ^ • • • •, coheir of; 283, 

297, V. Danfltanvill. 
Langford, • • • • de, 208. 
, , • • • wife o^ 208, V. 

Belmeis. 

-, Master Balph de. Dean of Bt. 



Lewes, Prior and Convent of, 270, v, 

Lewes Priory (Supra, p. 343). 
Lexinton, Robert de, Justiciar, 32. 
Leyboume, Simon de, 122 n. 
Lichfield, Bishop of, 90, 189, 182, 185-6, 

188-190, 252, 334 », 336. 
^ , Bobert (de Limesey) 

194 ». 
J , Boger de Clinton, 182, 

201, 202 «, 204, 247, 248 «, 331-2. 
, , Walter Durdent, 182, 



Paul's, 208. 
Langley, Geoffrey de, Justiciar, 26, 73, 

117. 
Larden, Boger de, 66 n. 
Latimer, 109 ii. 
Latymer, Thomas de, 13. 

^ -, Anna, wife of, 13, t>. 

Beysin. 
Laurence, Master, 323 n. 
Lawe, John de la, 117. 
Lawley, Adam de, 327 n, 
Lee, Beyner de, 143, 218 ». 

^ Thomas, son o^ 218 n, 

Lee'(Parva or Leonard's), Thomas de, 

279 «, 280, 318, 314-5. 
^ Walter, son of Thomas do, 279 ». bis, 

814. 
^ LeonardjBon of Thomas de,279n. Wt, 

814-316, 333. 

., Walter, son of; 316, 827 ».. 
, Henry, son o^ 316-6, 817. 

., , Sibil, wife of, 816. 

., , Walter, son o^ 817. 

, Matilda, supposed daughter 



9 



of, 315, V. Eyton. 

—J Joanna, daughter o^ 316-6. 

I , Nichola, daughter of, 815-6. 

Lee (Aynulf s or Prior^s), Bilrio de, 273, 

278, 279, 313. 
Lega (Hugh Ley), Hugh de, 71. 

, Hugh de, 18, 87, 172 ». 

Legh, PhiUp de, 27. 

Leicester, Earl of (Bobert de Bossu), 108. 

^ , Simon deMontfort,227. 

Leigh, Beginald de, 15. 

Leighton, Bichard de (cirea 1200), 9. 

, Bichard de (circa 1230), 15. 

, Bichard de (circa 1245-6), 18, 

22. 

Leuric, Earl of Mercia, 258. 
Leveieshet, William de, 329 n. 



.206, 332. 



382. 



-, Bichard Peche, 182, 
-, Hugh de l^oTant, 138, 



248, 249, 250, 335. 

, Qeo£EreydeMu8ohamp, 



188. 



-, William de Comhull, 



248-9. 



-, Alexander de Sta- 



venby, 138. 



139. 



-, Boger de Molend, 138- 



-, Walter deLangton, 140, 



159, 160-1, 164 «, 237. 

— , Boger de Northburgh, 



161, 189. 



140. 



-, Bobert de Stretton, 



-, John Bourghill, 140. 



Lichfield, Dean of, Balph, 139. 

^ Emulf; Canon of 248. 

T,ilT^K^ii, Abbot and Convent of, 204-6, 
221-2, 250, 820. 

^ Abbot of; William, 212 f». 

, ^ — — ^ Simon, Ne- 
phew o^ 212 •. 

, Abbot of, Walter, 280 ». W*. 

, . , Alan, 103. 

-, Balph (1284), 828 n. 



Limberg-Magna, Bobert Fitz Peter of, 

209,246. 
, , Teda, daughter 

of, 209, 246, V. Belmeis. 
Lincoln, Alexander, Bishop of, 278 ». 
Lingen, 256, 257. 
, Isabel aUa» Elizabeth, 226, 240, 

V, Pembruge. 
Linley, Baldwin de, 40. 

, Philip de, 40, 98, 115 ». 

^ , Iseud, daughter of, 40, 98, 

V, Farlow. 
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Iiinley, • • •, daoghter of PhiUp de, 40, 

98, V. Farlow. 

, Balph de, 40. 

, Bichard de, 39, 40. 

, Richard de, 40, 97, 100, 102. 

,Siba de, 40, 97, 98, 100, 102. 

, Walter de, 40. 

Lintot, Robert de, 279 n, ter, 282. 

J y Alan, nephew of, 282. 

Lisle, Humphrey de, 268-9, 275, 296. 
J ^ Adelina, daughter of, 

268-9, 297, o. DunstanTill. 
-, Roger and Reinald de, e. Cumbre- 



viU. 

Littlebmy, Martin de (Justiciar), 232. 
Loges, William de, 67 n. 
London, Archdeacon of, Hugh or Richard ? 

{UUer 1152-9), 206 ». 
London, Bishop of, Maurice, 199. 
— , , Richard de BelmeiB (I), 



«. BelmeiB. 



-, Robert de SigiUo, 273 n. 
-, RicharddeBelmeuB (II), 



«. Bdmeis. 

, Hugh li, 206 II. 

^ Richard de, 212 «. 

-, Simon de. Clerk, 119, 119 n. 



Longeb", Robert de, 124 ». 
Longespee, William, 291, 292, 296. 

^ -, Idonea, wife of, 291, 

292, 296, V. Camyill. 

, ,William, sonof, 296. 

^ Maud, wife 



of, 296, V, Clifford. 
Lotwych, Robert de, 319, 328 ». 
Louther, Hugh de, 96, 308. 
Lucas, Syman, 180. 

y , Richard, son of, 180. 

Luci, Richard de, 64 «, 109, 110. 
Ludlow, 226, 257. 

^ Benedicta de, 226. 

, John, 240. 

, William de, 226. 

, , Isabel de Vernon, wife 

of, 226. 
Lucteshull, Richard de, 290. 
Lymer, Adam le, 319. 

M. 

Maine, Joel de, 216. 

Mainnio, Thurold de, 60 j», 203. 



Malbano, William, 284 1^ 296. 

, i Philippa, daughter of, 

284 », 296, o. Basset. 
Male, Robert de la, 23. 
Malet, William (Dapifer of Henry II), 

278 «. 
Malet, William, 296. 
y y Alice, wife of^ 296, v. 

Basset. 

-, William (of Girardville), 68 «. 



Mabnsbury, Thomas, Clerk of, 218 n. 
, William of (Chronicler), 

199. 
Maminoht, Walcheline, 4, 106 n, 107. 
Manchester, Walter de, 31. 

, , Hugh, son o^ 31. 

Manderille, Geoffirey de, 215. 
^, William de (Earl of Essex), 

216. 
Maroandus, 282. 
Mare, John de la, 297, 300, 301, 309, 322, 

336. 
, , Petronilla, wife of, 297, 300, 

9. DunstanTill. 
Marescall (of Willey), William, 68. 
_^^ — ^ ^ Alice, wife of, 58, 

V. Stalhere. 
Marescall (of Wyke), Walter, 310, 327 ». 
, Walter (II), 300 n, 310, 311, 



321m, 322 1». 



-, Edith, wife of; 310. 



Marsoot, Hamo, son of, 170. 
Masun, William le, 37 hii. 
Maulay, Peter de, 215. 
MauTcysin, Henry, 65. 

, PhiUp, 65. 

y William, 9. 

Meleford, Gfilbert de, 290. 
Mercia, Earls of, 103, 191, 192. 

, Earl of, Edwin, 103. 

, , Morcar, 103, 191. 

Mere (Staffordshire), • • • de, 209. 
y y Isolda, widow 

of, 209, 244. 

, John de, 244. 

, William de, 244. 

Mesohin, WUliam, 205, 208. 

^ ^ Matilda, daughter of, 

205, 208, V. Belmeis. 
Meschines, William de (of Coupland), 

225 «. 
Messager, Nicholas le, 96. 



^ 
1 



I. 

J 
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Mestling, Adam, 96. 

Metz, Warin de, 2, 3, 4, 7, 11, 12, v. 

Warin. 
Middelhope, Richard de, 15. 
■ — , Thomas do, 38. 
Midelton, Stephen de, 67 n, 
Mildenhale, Alan de, 33. 
Miller, Richard (West-Bradley), 37. 
Molis, Nicholas de, 218. 
Montfort, 165, 166, 257 n. 
, Robert de, 296, 297, 800-802, 

818, 321-2, 325, 830. 

, , Petronilla, wife of, 



296, 297, 299» 800-802, 830, v, Diin- 
stanyill. 

, , William, son of, 297, 



800-302. 

-, Simon de, o. Leicester, Earl of. 



Montgumeri, Hugh de, 258, v, Shrews- 

burj. Earls of. 
Morcar, Earl of Meroia, 191, 258, 265.^ 
Moreton (Toret, or Oorbet), Peter de, v, 

Toret. 
Morf, Henry de. 111, 118. 
Morinus (Donington), 157 n. 
Mortimer (of Ghelmarsh) — 

, Hugh de, 18. 

■ , , Margaret, daughter of, 

13, V, Beysin. 

., Hugh de (1322), 157. 



Mortimer (of Richards-Castle) — 

, Robert de, 76. 

, Hugh de, 228-280 (Qy. if of 

Ghelmarsh). 
Mortimer (of Wigmore) — 
, Ralph de (I), 258 phtrie^, 261- 



268. 



-, Ralph de (II), 17. 
-, Roger de (I), 212 n, 
-, Roger de (II), 227-282. 

•, , Matilda, wife of, 280. 

-, y Ralph, son of, 230. 



Mortimer, William de (alias William la 

Zouche de), 180. 
Morton, Michael de, 86, 178, 298 «. 

, William de. Rector of Holm, 824. 

, William de. Vicar of Idsall, v, 

IdsaU. 
Morwic, Hugh de, Dapifer, 138 ». 
Morys, Richard, Chaplain, 189. 
Mugleston, aU(u Mukeleston, John, 299, 

818, 819. 

II. 



Mugleston, Richard de, 122 n, 820 ii. 

, Robert de, 103 n. 

Muleston, William de, 67 ». 
Mussun, Roger, 110, 132, 134, 137. 

, , Alice, daughter of, 133, 

r. Cherleton. 

-, Alina, daughter o{, 133, 



V. Beckbury. 

, y Galiena,wifeof,132, 133, 



134. 



, , Q-ilbert, brother of, 133 f». 

, , Juliana, daughter of, 133, 

V. Corbrond. 

-, Sibil, daughter of, 133, 



V. Bruges. 
Muttun, Nicholas de, 264 ». 

N. 

Neachley, Richard de, 179 f». 
Neuham, Hugh, Prior of, 273 «. 
Neuton, Peter de, 119 n. 
Nerill, Alan de, Justiciar, 160, 207, 274. 
■'■■■, Hugh de, Justiciar, 151, 186. 

, William de, 290. 

Newburgh, v, Warwick. 
Newport, Dean of, 141. 
Noel, Ralph, 74, 76. 

f Thomas, 286. 

Norman {tesHt), 278 n. 

Normandy, William, Duke of, 104, 210 n, 

V. England, Kings of. 
Northampton, Earl of, William de Bohun, 

337. 
, — , Elizabeth de Badles-. 

mere, wife of, 337 n. 
NoTO Burgo (Newport), Alenander de 

133 ». 



O. 

OcoTre, Roger de, 287 n, 

Oliver, Harper of Walter de Dunstanyiil, 

281, 820, ff. KnoUe. 
Oluuin (T.R.E.), 258. 
Ordericus (Historian), 193 «, 261. 
Ordui (Stockton), 142. 
Orleton, Ralph de, 112 n, 133 n, 

, Roger de, 811. 

-, , Rohese, wife of, 811. 

Outi (T.R.E.), 258. 

Overton, Geoffirey de, Knight, 37. 

47 
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OTerton (Oxfordshbe), Adam do, 88 ». 

, William de, 32. 

Owen, or Iweyn (of Brockton), 94, 97. 

, Henrj, eon of, 94, 97, 125 n, 126 n. 

, Henry, 97. 

, Richard (I), 97, 127 n. 

, Richard (II), 97. 

, , SibU, wife of, 97. 

, Robert, 97. 



Oyselur, Richard le, 96. 

P. 

Paganel (of Dudley), Qevrase, 62. 
Palmer, Hamo le, 72 ». 

, Roger le, 81. 

Pantulf, V. Paunton. 
Pantulf, Brice, 284 n. 
Pantnlf (of Davley)— 

, Ralph, 279 », 280 ». 

, , William, son of, 280 «. 

Paroo, Henry de, 80. 

, , Margery, wife of, 30. 

Paris, Matthew, 72, 73. 

Parker, Stephen, 178. 

Parvnfl, William, 128. 

Passelewe, Robert, 144. 

Pater-noster (of Drayton),Rich^ (1270), 

300 », 822 «!, 326. 
, Richard (1316), 825, 826 n, 

S29bis. 



, John, son of, 826. 

-, William, 279 «, 282, 825, v. 



Drayton. 
, William, 313 n, 824 n, 826, 

326 ». 
Patinton, Hugh de, 37. 
Patshull, Manoell de, 126 fi. 

, Martin de, 171. 

Paunton, Alan de, 28. 

, Ivo de, 23. 

Pechie, Richard, 148. 

Pedwardine, Walter de, 298 », 300 «. 

Pembroke, Earl of, WilUam Marshall, 

294. 
Pembroke, Gknld Steward of, 196. 
Pembruge, Fftmily of, 41 «, 164, 166, 192, 

209, 252, 265, 266, 267. 
, Fulk (I) de, 179, 209, 226, 226, 

232-237, 256. 

-, , Isabella, wife oj^ 209, 



226, 286, 237. 



Pembruge, FuJk (II) de,179 Hy 209, 226, 

286-239. 
, , Matilda, wife of, 209, 

226, 289. 

., Fulk (III) de 226, 239, 240. 

-, Alioe^ supposed wife ofy 



226, 289 n. 

-, Fulk (lY) de, 226, 240, 250, 



263-255. 



-, Margaret Trussel, wife 



of, 226, 240, 256 n. 

, , Isabel or Elizabeth Lin- 
gen, wife o^ 226, 240, 260, 263-266. 

, Godfrey de, 226, 228, 231. 

, Henry (I) da, 225, 226. 

, , William, son o^ 226, 



227. 

— — , — , , Enfemia, wife 

of, 226, 227. 

, Henry (II) de, 226, 227-232. 

-, Elisabeth, wife of, 226, 



227, 229, 280. 

-, Henry (III) de, 209, 224-226, 



229-236, 300 ». 

-, Orabel, wife o^ 209, 



224-226, 229, 288, 284, v. Harcourt 
, , AUoe, wife of, 225, 226, 



234, 236. 

, , Henry, son of,225, 226, 

234, 236. 

f Richard de, alitu Vernon, c. 

Yemon. 

, Robert de, 226, 240. 

f , Juliana, daughter of^ 



226. 

Penford, Robert de, 13, 28-80, 
, , Alice, wife of, 18, 28-30, 

V. Coyene and Sany. 
Perrin, Ralph de, 133 n. 
Pershore, Abbot of, 232. 
Persone, Isabel le (of Albrighton), 166. 
Perton, William de, 28. 
Peter, Chamberlain, 206 n. 
, Dapifer of Alan de Dunstanyill, 

27311. 
Petronilla, Dame (Arlsoott), 16. 

, John, brother of, 15, 

Petyt, Thomas and Henry, 76 n. 
Pererel, yarious Families of^ 8, 104-107. 
, Hamo, 4, 89-40, 48, 104-107, 

109, 131, 182, 142, 196 n. 
, ,Seburga, daughter of, 107fi. 
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Pererel, Sibil, wife of Hamo, 104, 106» 

107 «, V. TomaL 

, Pagan (of Bnin), 106, 106. 

y Banulf, of Essex, 104, 105. 

, , Wife of, 104. 

, , William, son of (of 

London and Essex), 105. 

, Robert, 105 », 106 «. 

, William (I), of Dover, 105, 106, 



107 ». 

, , Wife o^ 107 fi, V. 

Tomai. 

, William (II), of Doyar and Brun, 



105«,106», 270. 

, , Sisters of, 107. 



, William (I), of Nottingham, 104^ 

105. 
Feyterine, Sir Thomas, 240. 
Philip, Chaplain (Harrington), 133. 
Pichford (of Blymhill, Broselcy, &o.) — 

, G^ffirey de, 23, 27-81, 85. 

J , Mary, wife of, 29, 30. 

; — ^ J Richard, son of, 81, 



85, 



-, Richard de, 26. 
-, Roger de, 28 n. 



Pichford, Engelard de, 82, 88, o. Stretton. 
Pichford (of Albrighton, Pichford, &c), 

82, 89, 150, 163, 164, 165, 166, 263. 

, Hugh de, 151, 152 «, 170. 

1 , Burga, wife of, 152, 

V, Baskenrille. 

, John de, 89, 153, 154, 165. 

— — -, -, Margaret, wife of, 155. 



, Nicholas de, 83. 

, Ralph (I) de, 82, 84, 150, 169. 

, Ralph (II) de, 51, 66, 85 n, 152, 

153, 156, 167, 169 », 172. 

-, Burga, presumed 



daughter o^ 51, 65 », v, WiUley. 

, Margery, wife of. 



V. Strange. 

-, Ralph (in) de, 154, 155, 166, 



168, 159. 

, Richard (I) de, 82, 160. 

-, Richard (II) de, 83, 160, 161, 



263. 
Pichford, Adam de, 162. 

, Geoffrey, ProTOst of, 152. 

,WiUiam de. Rector of Albrighton, 

160. 
Picstoc, Robert de, 178. 



Pierpoint, William de, 66 ». 
Pilarditon, William de, 75 f». 
Pincema, Maurioe, 206. 
Pinkney, * * de, supposed husband of 

Adelina de Lisle, 297. 
, Walter de, their son, 269-271, 

296. 
Pistor, Thomas (Sutton), 115. 
Piyelesdon, Roger de, 16, 119 m^ 177,298, 

828 ». 

y Roger de, 179 «, 180 «, 237«. 

Plaunoe>folie, Xsangrue, 220 «. 
Plessetis, Hugh de, 227. 
Podemore, Richard de, 15. 

, Richard le Rekene de, 16. 

Poer (of Romesley), John le, 75 ». 

Pollard, Adam, 92 is 830. 

, (of Lee), 131 1», 183, 312 «, 

317«,328», 330. 
, , Robert, son of, 312 «, 318, 



32811,330. 
Pontefract, William de, 206 ». 
Pope Lucius III, 52 n. 

Urban III, 188, 273. 

Innocent III, 336. 

Gregory IX, 72. 

Port, Adam de, 274. 

Powis-Land, Prinoes o^ 107-106, 111. 

Blethyn ap Convyn, 107, 111, 193. 

i Jorwerth, son of, 193. 

, Qadugan, son of, 196, 197. 

, — — , Owen,son 0^196, 

—— , Riiyd, son of, 196. 

f , Ithel, son of, 196. 

— , — — , Madoc, son of. 



197 



196 



107 
Powis 



111 



109 



111 



7. 

Meredith ap Blethyn, 107, 111. 

^ Jorweth GxMsh, sou of, 

108-113. 

(Yadoc), Princes of, 108, 111. 

Madoo ap Meiedyth, 108, 109, 

, Owen Yachan, son o^ 

110, lU. 

— — , Owen Brogynton, son of, 

Gruffyth Maylor, 111. 
Madoo ap Gru%th, 111. 
Grufiyth ap Madoc, 111. 
, Emma d'Audley, wife 



of, 111. 
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PowiSf (Higher), Frinoes of; 108, 111. 

, , 0rufiyth ap Meredytb, 

Prince of, 108, 109, 111. 

^ ■ . , Q-weyryl, wife of, 111. 

, Owen Cyvelioc, Prince of; 109, 



110, 111. 



-, Wenlhian ap Owen Qwy- 
neth, wife of^ 111. 

, Gwenwynwyn, Prince of, 111. 

— , Margaret ap Bees, wife 



of. 111. 
, Ghmffjthap Q-wenwynwjn) Prince 

of. 111. 
Powis, Boger de, 110 », 280. 
Pr^uz, Engeram dea, 276 », 28011^ 287- 

291, 297. 
^ ^ Hawise, alias Sibil, 

wife of, 287-292, 297, v. DunatanyiU. 
Prees, John de, 86, 178, 228, 242, 298 n, 

322 «. 

-, PhiHp de, 119 ft, 120 ». 

, Philip de, Qerk, 125 j», 817 n. 

, William de, 238. 

Preethope, John de, 38, 37. 

, Margery de, 44^ «. Oaughlej. . 

Presthope, Boger de, 15. 

Preston, Gilbert de (Justiciar), 224. 

Preston (on the Wildmoors), Adam de, 

317 n, 329 n. 

, Pagan de, 122 «, 317 ». 

, Balph de, 817 «. 



-, Boger de, 279. 



Prudhome, Bobert, 128. 
Puclesdon, Alexander de, 67 ». 
Piilesdon, v. Pivelesdon. 
Pym, Hugh, 95. 

, Bichard, 99 ». 

Pypard, Balph, Baron, 165 «. 
Pype, 267. 

Q. 

Quind, 165 n, 218 n^ 222, v, Winchester, 
Earls of. 

B. 
Babaz, Thomas, 316, 317 n. 
Badmore (Staffordshire), Gonyent of, 271. 
Balph, Clerk, Bector of Broseley, 17. 

, Gilbert, brother of, 17. 

Banulph, Priest, 212 n, 
Beginald (Beckburj), 71. 

, Priest, 67 n. 

Bekene, Bichard le, 15. 



Beatune, Boger de, 14. 

Bichard (Servant of Isabella Bejain), 21. 

Bichard's-Oastle, Barons of, 62, 63, 70, 

74, 75 », 130. 
.^ J Osbem Fit* Bichard, 

61, 62, 80, 81, 93. 

-, Osbem Fitz Hugh, 62, 



63, 66, 67 n. 



-, Bobert de Mortimer, 75. 

, , John Talbot, 63 ». 

Bicher, Priest of Torring, 278 ». 

Bikeward, Bobert, 33. 

Bobert (of Badger, 1085), 61-63. 

^ Chamberlain of the Bishop of 

London, 206 n. 

, Chaplain, 208. 

, Chaplain, 212 ». 

, Clerk, 205. 

-, Prorost (Wyke), 299. 



Bochester, Banulf, Bishop o( 196. 
Boger, Chaplain, 273 ». 

^, Clerk, 206 ». 

, Clerk, 212 ». his. 

Boger, Enight of Walter de DnnstanTil], 

288. 
Boger {Domesday Tenant of Neenton) 258. 
Bohan (Brittony), Yicomtea o^ 215,218, 

219. 

^,Geoffl!6y,Yioomte of, 208,210,211. 

J J Alan, son of, v. Zouche. 



-, Alan, Yioomte of, 215-219. 



Bomely, Bobert de, 205 ». 

, , Cicely, wife of, 205 «. 

Bos, William de (Clerk), 72. 
Boasall, Thomas de, 102 n. 

, Vivian de, 334 n. 
Bouen, Botrode, Archbishop o^ 278 ». 
Buckley, Selfer de, 218, 247. 
Budge, Eudo de, 71. 
Buffus, Henry (de Wrocwaryni), 112 ». 

, William, 125 ». 

Bushbury, Herbert de, 53 n. 

Bussel (of Brockton), Family of, 93-95. 

, Geoflfrey, 94^ 112 n, 124 », 126 ». 

, Bobert, 93, 94, 95, 97. 

^ , Agatha, sister of; 94, 95. 

— -, , Iweyn, brother of, 94, 95, 

V. Owen. 

, Thomas, 95, 96, 9941, 126 », 127 ». 

-, William, 15, 94, 95, 102 n, 115 j», 



124 », 125 », 126 4>, 131 n, 157. 
, , Dionisia, wife o^ 95. 
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BuBiel (of Donington), Nicholas, 95. 

, Ranulph, 184. 

■ » Banulph, son of Richard, 177. 
BuBsel, Koger, 117*. 

, William, 157. 

BuBteg, Boger, Seneschal of Arundel, 

278 n. 
By ton, Bernard, Priest o^ 89, 90, 112 ». 

, Incumhents of, 89-90. 

y John de, 85, 119 », 120 ». 

, Beginald, Beadle of, 170. 

, Bichard de, 15, 84, 85, 115 n, 

124 IS 125 My 126 », 170, 827 fi. 

, Bichard Fitz Odo de, 83, 84. 

, William de, 85-88, 810. 

-, William Taylor, Bector of, 90, 



Sandford, Balph de (II), 127-128, 298n. 
, Bichard de (I), 48, 92 », 94 », 



161. 



S. 

Sage, William le, 71. 

Sahehuiy, John de, 169. 

Saint, Bernard de, 175 ». 

Saint Dayid^s, Bishop of, Bernard, 200. 

^ , Peter, 188 ». 

Saint-Mary-Churoh, William de, 276, 

277, 285. 
Saint-Martin, Boger de, 278 ». 
Saint-Manr, Nicholas de, 209. 
, Elene la Zouche, wife o^ 

209. 
Saint-Owen, Walter de, 9. 
Saint-Fanl*s (London), Bean o( Balph 

de Langford, 208. 
, • , William, 

208. 
Saint Osyth, 199. 
Saint-Osyths, William Curhoil, Prior of, 

199,200. 

, Fulk, Prior of; 200, 201. 

Saint BemigiuB* (at Bheims), Monks of, 

194. 
Salisbury, Bishop of, 195. 

' , , Joceline^ 278 n. 

, Earl of, 215. 

, y William Longeepee, 



296. 

Salop, Stephen de, Bector of Oldbury, 85. 
Salvage, Geoffrey, 264 ». 
Samford, Thomas de, 288. 
Sandford, Balph de ([),8, 9, 14, 48, 68, 94, 

102, 103, 115 », 118, 128-130, 181 ». 



122, 126-127, 298 n. 



Alianore, wife of. 



127, V. BumeL 

-, Bichard de (II), 122, 128. 



Sanfbrd, Gilbert de, 209, 233. 

^ ^ Lora, wife of, 209, 232, 

233, 235, V, Zouche. 
Sany, Thomas, 13, 28-30. 
^ ^ Alice, wife of, 13, 28-30, 

V. CoTone and Pendeford. 
SauTage, Bobert le, 288. 
Savage, Adam, 53. 
Sayario (de Bohon), 202 n. 

, Balph, son o( 202 ii, 273 ». 

, ", HeUas, nephew o^ 273 n. 
Say, Helias de, 203. 
Say, Hugh de, 203, 205. 
Say, Isabel de (of Clun), 6, 40. 
Say, Philip de (Stockton), 145. 
Say, Bobert de, 124 1». 
Schenton, Hugh de (Donington), 183-4. 
Schirebum, Balph de, 278 ». 
Scissor, Gbrmanus, 127. 
Scotland, David I, Sing of, 273 n, 
Selinton, WiUiam de, 290. 
Serland, William de, 218. 
Seun, Ito Brito de, 212 ». 
Seuuard (T.B.E.), 258. 
Shakerley, Hemmie de^ 175 ». 
Shakespeare, 253 n. 
Shavington, Henry de, 333. 
Shawbury, Wido de^ 133 », 170. 
Sheriff of Shropshire, 146, etpasnm. 
f Warin, the Bald, 2, 3 a. 



^ Bainald, 168, 193, 194. 

1 Fulcoius, 8 fi, 194. 

y Bichard de Belmeis, 4, 47, 48, 50, 

266, o. Belmeis. 

, Pagan Fitz John, 200. 

y William Fitz Ahm (I), 108. 

, Guy le Strange, 64, 66. 

y OeoSrej de Vere, 110 ». 

y , William, Clerk of, 110 ». 



, Hugh Pantul^ 53. 

, William Fitz Alan (II), 54, v. 

Fitz Alan. 

, Warner de Wililey (Under- 



Sheriff), 54, v, Wililey. 

, Peter de Eivallis, 32. 

, Bobert de Haya, 16, 32. 
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Sheriff (of Shropshire), John le Strange, 

56, V, Strange. 
, Nicholas de Wililey (Under- 

Sheriff), 56, o. Wililey. 

, William de Caverswell, 45. 

-» Bogo de Enoyill, 120. 



Shineton, Hogh de, 22. 

Shrewsbuxy, Norman Earla o( 174. 

Shrewsbury, Earl of, Roger de Mont- 
gomery, 9, 39, 45, 61, 62, 80, 81, 98, 
103, 147, 149, 166, 173, 174, 181, 182, 
191, 192, 198, 247, 249, 258 pluries, 
261,262, 265-267, 33311. 

9 , Hugh de Mont- 
gomery, 104, 106, 149, 191, 193, 258, 
261, 263, 266. 

-^ Bobert de Beleeme^ 



47, 75, 191-194, 266-7. 
Shrewsbury, Abbot and Gonrent o^ 182- 

184, 207, 216, 217, 248, 251, 266, 331, 

334. 

, Abbot of, Geoffrey, 200. 

, , Ralph, 281. 

, , Hugh, 68, 248» 

249, 333. 

^ Monk of, Thomas, 333. 

Shrewsbury, Archdeacon of (ChesterDioo.) 

139, 140, 160. 

J ^ Roger, 200. 

, , Richard, 112 ik 

Shrewsbury, Master Robert, Dean of, 

112 m, 13311. . 
1 _, Richard, brother 

of, 133 ». 
Skybrass, Thomas, 312. 
, — — , Burga de Keuley, wife 

of, 312. 
Smith (of Broseley), Nicholas, 16. 
, ■., Geoffrey, son o^ 16, 



17. 



-, (of Caughley), Walter, 43. 
-, Agnes, wife of, 43. 



Smythe, Thomas (of Badger), 80. 
Soultone, Yto de, 122 n. 
Spink, Walter (of Kilsall), 178. 

y , William, son of, 178. 

Sprenghose, Ralph, 102 n. 

, Roger, 16, 103 ». 

, Roger, 102 n. 

Stafford, Barons o^ 21 fi, 25, 27, 164 », 

207. 
, Bobert de (1085), 258. 



Staffordshire, Sheriff oi^ 18,157, etpanim. 

y , Nicholas, 194 •* 

, , Herrej de Strat- 

ton, 264 ». 
Stalhere, Walter le, 68. 

, — — , Alice, daughter o^ 
58, V, MaieschaU. 

-, Christiana^ daoghter 



of^ 58, o. Despenser. 
Standon, Gerrase de, 15. 
Stanes, Richard de, Justiciar, 282. 
Stanley (of Tong), l92, 253 ». 

, Sir Bdwwd, 192 «, 253 ii. 

— — , , Yenetia, Lady Digby, 

daughter oi^ 192 ». 

-, Sir Thomas, 253«. 



Btanton, (Shiffiial) Ralph de, 92«, 172 », 

826. 

, Robert de, 298 m, 326. 

y Walter de, 322 m, 326. 

Stantune, Simon de, 66 m. 
Stapeham, Ralph de, 800m. 
Stap^n, Robert de, 10, 16. 
, William de, 51, 57. 

— , , Philip son o£i 51, 57. 

■ » i — » Burga wife o^ 

51, 57, V, Wililey. 
Stapenhull, Richard de, 319. 
Stapleton, Nicholas de. Justiciar, 232. 
Stapeltun, Hauci de, 67 m. 
Stepulton, Robert de, 237 m. 
Steyinton, Hugh de, 330. 
y John de (I), 86 Jw, 87, 131 m, 

298 quater, 300 m, 310, 312 m, 313 m, 

319, 321 IfiSy 328 m, 3^9, 330 m. 

-,BailiffofIdsall,298M 



, John de (II), 324 m, 325 m, 

329, 330. 

, ■ , Seneschal of IdsaU, 



330. 



-, Thomas de, 326 m, 330. 
-, William de, 325, 330. 



Stirchley, Osbert de, 172 m, 315. 

y Richard de, 124 m. 

, Roger, Parson of, 316. 

y Walter de, 116 m, 125 m, 133 m, 

327 m. 
Stockton, Adam de, 143. 

y , Gilbert, brother of, 143. 

, , Matilda, wife of, 143. 

, , Robert, brother ot, 70 m, 

143. 
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Stockton, Henry de, 144. 

■ , Herbert de, 143. 

, Hugh, Domesday Tenant of, 

142. 



148. 



-, Incombents of, 148. 

-, Nicholas, Chaplain o^ 70 is 

, Oliver de, Parson of, 120 i», 

145, 148. 

-, Philip de, 148, 144, 145. v. 



Say. 



-, Walter de, 143. 
, , Richard, son of, 144, 

146. 
Stok, Bichard, 316. 
Strange, Le, Family of, 3, 7, 8, 66 j». 
Strange (of Brockton), Henry le, 14, 94 m, 

102 ft, 116 ft, 117 ft, 118, 119 ft. 124, 

125 ft, 126 ft, 129 ft, 131 ft. 

, Balph le (Father of Henry), 

126 ft. 
-, Boger le, 126 ft^ 



Strange (of Alyeley, Weston, Ac.), — 

, Guy le, 3, 63, 64, 66, 67 ft, 74, 84. 

, Balph le, 111, 118. 

, ^ Matilda, sister of, 113, v. 



Sutton. 



118. 



-, Coheirs o^ 69, 71,74, 75, 



Strange (of Blaokmere), 121 ft, 145, 146. 

, John le, 121. 

, Fulk le, 120, 122, 128, 132, 145, 

146, 336. 
, f Alianore, wife of, 122, v. 

GtiSkrd. 

y , John, son o^ 123. 

Strange, (of Nesse and Cheswardine) — 

, John le (I), 66 ft, 280. 

, John le (II), 8, 68 ft, 118, 170, 

214. 

, John le (in), 57, 118, 120. 

, , Bobert, son of, 57, 120, 

145, 147, 818, 319, 321. 
— — , , -^— — Alianore, wife of, 



Stretton, Engelard de, 81-84, 88, 150. 
, , Alice, sister of, 84, v. 



Burgo. 



-, Felida, daughter of, 84. 






120 ft. 

•, John le (IV), 120 ». 



Strange, Hamo le (1257), 296 

Strange, Hamo le, 66 ft. 

— — , f Adam son of, 66*. 



, Hugo le, 66 ft. 

, , John, brother o^ 66 ft. 

Strange, Mabil le, 7, v, Burwardsley. 



Stuiorius, Boger, 827 ». 

Subiri, Boger de, 71. 

Sudeley, Balph de, 32. 

J ^ Henry and Otwel, bro- 
thers of, 32. 

Sudenhall, Bobert de, 212 ft. 

Sutor, Haco, 204, 211. 

Sutton, Gervase {alias Jorwerth) Goch of, 
107-113, 131. 

J ^ Madoc, son o^ 111, 112, 

119, 187. 

, Griffin de, 70 ft, 94, 111-114, 119, 



123-124, 126 ft, 128, 129, 131, 134, 280. 

, , Matilda le Strange, wife 

of. 111, 113-116, V. Strange. 

, Madoc, son of Griffin de, 14, 16, 



17, 22, 92, 94 ft. 111, 114, 116-120, 124, 
126 ft, 127, 129 ft, 130 ft, 132, 135, 306, 
318 ft, 317 ft. 

^ ^ Ghriffin, brother o^ 111, 

114, 126 ft, 129 ft. 

, , Howel, brother of. 111, 



114. 



-, Duce, ali<xs Cecilia, wife 



of. 111, 116. 



^ .^ Isabel, daughter of. 111, 

118, V. Morf. 
Sutton, Henry de Ideshale, Ticar of, 141. 

, Hugh, Chaplain of, 115 ft, 141. 

y Incumbents o^ 137-142. 

y John, Lord of, 120 «, 181 «. 

, Nicholas, Chaplain of, 126 », 180 ft, 



141. 



-,Prie8tof, 129 ft, 141. 
-,Vicarof, 119»,141. 



-, Philip, Chaplain of; 133, 141. 
-, Balph, Clerk, Bector of, 137, 141. 
— , Bichard, Chaplain of, 115 ft, 141. 
—, Bobert de, 115 ft bis. 

-, Nicholas, Chaplain, bro- 



ther of, 116 ft. 

•— — , William, Chaplain of, 141. 

f William, Beadle of, 125 ft. 



Suygg (of Swiney), Bichard, 39. 
— , , Bichard, son of, 39. 

Swiney, Memun de, 14, 88. 

, Peter de, 88. 

, PhiUp de, 21, 88 his, 88. 
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Swiney, Stephen de, 16, 16 hit, 22, 82, 38. 
— -I—, Warner de, 38. 

, Wenne de, 21, 38. 

^ WiUiam de, 16, 23. 

SwinuduB, 66 «. 
Syche, John atte, 180. 
Sjdenhale, Walinger de, 134 ». 
Sypton, Boger, Bean of^ 72. 

T. 

Talbot, John, 63 «, «. Bioharda Castle. 
Tateshale, Stephen Fitz Henry, 248. 
Taylour, Nicholas le (Tong), 238. 

, John le (Upton), 329 bU, 

Teoe, John, 15, 16, 23, 32. 

•, , John, son of, 22 ? 

Teoe (of Taaley), John, 100. 
Templars, The Knights (of Lidley), 14. 
, — — , Master of, 178. 
Tetbald, 46 n, 
J Robert son oi^ 46 », 268 bit, 261, 

266-267, 3d0-332. 
Tewkesbury, Abbot of; 290. 
Thelric, alias Terric, FrOTOst, 117 fli. 
Thomas (tenant in Brockton), 15. 

, Priest, 212«. 

Thwst, 16 n. 

Time, Beginald or Bainald de, 124 », 

13311,170. 
Tong, Hen?g?ius de, 16. 

— , , William son of, 16. 

, Incumbents of, 261-2. 

, Incumbent of, Emulf, 248-261. 

«.._^ ^ Robert de Shire- 



ford, 248, 251. 



>, Bobert de Atterley. 



, William de, 16, 22. 

, William Parson of, 261. 

Tong-Ooll^e, Master of, 261. 
Toresmer, Adam de, 33. 

, Alan de, 83 «. 

Toret, 46-49, 306, 308. 

, Peter Fitz, 53, 112 n, 278 n «#, 

279 fi, 280 11, 281, 282 », 305, 809. 
-, Bartholomew, son of Peter, 112 n. 



116 », 279 n, 280 n, 282, 306. 

^ J (Joan) daughter of, 

807, V. Corbet. 

, G^erald (or Gerard) Fitz, 14, 306. 

, Philip, son of Peter, 112 «, 279 », 



306. 



Toret, Walter, son of Peter, 116 «. 
Tomai, Gerard de, 103, 104, 106-109, 

132, 142, 167-8. 
, , Sibil, daughter of, wife 

of Hamo Peyeral, 104, 106, 107 ». 
^ ^ • • • •^ daughter o^ al- 



leged wife of Wm. PeTerel, e. PerereL 
Torpel, Lucas de, 117 «. 
Toryill, Bobert de, 278 n. 
Traoi, Pharamus de, 112 », 279 n bit. 

, , John, brother of, 279 «. 

Traynel (of Hatton), Adam, 169, 170, 172, 

804, 808. 
^ , Ito, nephew o^ 169, 



304,308. 



-, Beginald, son o( 



169, 170. 

, Bobert, 170, 171. 



-, Bobert (II), 171, 172, 264. 
-, William, 171. 



Traynel (of Willey), Adam, 68. 
Tregoz, John, Baron, 166, 169. 

, y Clarice, daughter of, 156, 

«. Warre, De la. 

-, Sibil, daughter of, 166, o. 



Ghrandison. 
Tresgoz, Qteoffrej de, 273 a. 
Trilwardyne, Bobert de, 94 », 102 n, 119 n, 

125 », 127 fS 311-312, 327 n. 
__« — J , Petronilla, wife of, 

312. 



, Bobert de (II), 312, 328 n. 

, , Edith, daughter of, 

312. 
Tmllemag, Hugh, 212 ». 
Trussell, 265 », 267. 
Trussell, William (of Oublesdon), 240. 
— — , — — , Ida le Botyler, wifeof, 240. 
, ^, Margaret daughter of, 226, 

240, V Pembruge. 
Turburyille, Bobert de, 13, 21. 
, , Isabel, wife of, 13, 21, 

V. Beysin. 
, Bobert de, Bector of Brose- 

ley, 85. 
Turgod, or Turgot, 168, 258, 262, 264. 
Tumham, Stephen de, 286. 
Turold, 45-50, 55 », 57, 804, 805. 
y Bobert son of, 46 », 47, 48, 49, 

50. 
Turold (1120), 60. 
Tusehet, Thomas, 298, 329. 
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XT. 

riQiet (T.BJB.), 48, 49, 804-6. 
Uluuard (1085), 268. 
XJluuin (T.B.E.), 268. 
Umfrayill, 163 ». 

, Dame Margaret d', 836. 

Umfrej, John, 156, «. Humphrey. 
Uppednn, «. Upton (CresBett). 
XJppinton, Bmald, explain o£^ 138 ». 
Upton (CreBsett), Alan de, 176. 

, Hugh de, 18. 

, Thomas de, 18. 

Upton (Shiilhal), PetroniUa de^ 828-9, «. 
Irish. 

, , Bichard, son of; 829. 

, Beginald de, Clerk, 217 «, 828. 

, Bohert de, 217 n. 



V. 

Yal, Hugh de la, 209, 248, 244. 

— , ^ Matilda, wife oi; 209, 248-4, ». 

Belmeia. 
Yalletort, Beginald de, 292, 297. 
J ^ Johanna, wife of; 292, 

297, V. Basset. 
Yangi, Alan, 108. 
Yenator, Balph, 176 n, 
Yenator, Norman, 82, 149, 160, 166. 

, Boger, 149, 268. 

Yerdon, Thomas de, 296. 

, , Eostachia, wife of; 296, 

V, Basset. 
Yerleio, Turold de, 47, v. TnroldL 
Yemon, Boger le, 228. 
Yemon, Family of, 192, 226, 266-6, 267. 

^.Biohard de,of Harla8ton,226,240. 

. , , Juliana Pemhruge, wife 

of; 226, 240. 
, Richard de (II) of Harlaston, 



226,240. 
, ^ Johanna Griffith, wife 

of, 226. 

9 "~*~ 



-, Isabel, daughter of, 226. 
-, Joan, daughter of; 226. 



-, Bichard der(III) aUa$ Pemhruge, 



226, 240, 266. 
^ , Benedicta, wife of, 226, 266. 



-, William de, 226. 



Yilers, Bobert de, 278 n. 
Yiyon, Hugh de, 216. 
Yylile, 166 ». 



W. 

Walensis, v. Walsh. 

Wales (North), Princes of— 

f Owen Gwyned, 4 », 108 n, 

^ , Wenlhian, daughter of, 111. 

^ Demd ap Owen, 112. 



-, Lewellyn, 116. 



Wales (South), Prince of— 

, Bese, 110. 

Waleys, Nicholas le, 96. 
Walsh, Adam, 92 ». 

, Balph, 123, 124. 

, Bichard, 119 n. 

Walter (Roroesley), 268. 
Walteryille, Ascelina de, 6. 
Waltham, Henry de, 833 hi$. 
Waneting, Henry de, 10. 
Wanton, Simon de, Justiciar, 127. 
War, John de la, 90, 166, 169, 160, 161, 

246. 

, , Clarice, wife ot 166, •. 

Tzegos. 

J Boger de la, 166. 

Warm (de Metz), 2, 8, 4, 7, 11, 12. 

, the Bald, 2. 

Wamerius (supposed anoestorof Wililey), 

60. 
Warren, Earl, William (Plantagenet), 

294. 

Warren, William de, 14. 

^ , Banulf, brother of, 14. 

Warwick, Earl of, Henry de Newburgh 

(1), 194. 
— , , Henry de Newburgh 



(II), 296. 



-, PhiHppa 



Basset, wife of, 296. 
Was, Bichard, 290. 
WateFile, Bobert de, 272, 292. 

, Walter de, 279 ». 

Welinton, Philip de, 133 i». 

Wenlock, Hugh de, 124 ». 

Wenlock, Prior and Convent of, 78, 79, 

264. 
, Prior of, 19 «, 40, 41, 42, 48, 

44. 48, 64^ 66, 69, 60, 69. 71, 73, 74, 

76. 77, 80. 

, , Bainald, 40. 

, , Peter, 6. 

^ , Bobert, 62 *, 280 n. 

, , Imbert or Humbert, 71, 



116. 



II. 



48 



1 
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Wenlook, Prior of, Qujchard, 57 ». 
, , Boland, 77. 



-, Sacriflt&n of, 83 n, 78. 
-, Vicar of, 59, 60, 79. 



Weston, Agnes de, Sub-Prioress of Bre- 

wood, 189. • 

, Hamo de, 186. 

, Hugh de, 86 ii*, 800 «. 

WeBton (near Monk Hopton), Boger de, 

87. 
Wiart, Bobert, 67 n. 
Wicctre, William de, 67 n. 
Wifare (T.B.E.), 258. 
Wiga (T.R.E.), 268. 
Wilbricton, Henrey de, 207. 

, William de, 10. 

Wilikin alias WiUiam (Sutton), 123. 
Wililcy, Andrew Fits Nicholas de, 51, 56, 

57, 100, 242 n. 
, , • • • •, wife of (daughter 

of Walter de Hugford), 51, 56, 57. 
^ J Burga, daughter o£i 51, 

57, 58, V. Stapleton and Harley. 

, Hugh de, 50, 51, 52. 

-, Nichohu de, 10, 11, 15, 16, 82, 



61, 55», 56, 57, 59, 242». 

-, Burga, wife of, 51, 55, 



56, V. Pichford. 

^ ^ Ralph, son of? 242. 



, Warner de, 2, 9, 15 », 40, 51-56, 

69, 126 n. 
, , Petronilla, wife of, 2 », 

15 n, 51, 53-56, v. Fitz Odo. 
, , Juliana de Kenl^, 

daughter of, 51. 
, Warner (presumed ancestor of), 

51. 
Willeaburgh, Master Robert de, 212 n. 
Willcy, Incumbents of, 59, 60, 61. 
William (Domesday Tenant of Etone), 

167. 

, Clerk (teHit), 279 n, 281-2. 

Winchester, Bishop o^ 72, 195. 
, , Wilham GKfford, 



199. 



— . Earl of, 233. 

— , , Roger de Quinoi, 209. 

— , , , Helen, daughter 



of, 209, V, Zouohe. 
Wingebam, Henry de, 144. 
Wiscard, Baldwin, 124 91. 
Witefold, Robert de, 6«. 



Wiuar (T.R.E.), 80. 
Wodecote, Richard, 169. 

, Robert de, 176. 

J ^ Robert, uncle of, 

176. 
Wodeford, Nicholas de, Knight, 21. 
Wodetun (or Wudeton), Robert de, 71. 

, WiUiam de, 53. 

Wohiston, Ralph, 128. 

Wombridge, Prior and Canons o( 91, 92, 

115 IS 122, 126 », 13111, 134, 137-142, 

279-280, 282, 298, 299, 818-4^ 822-8, 

825 », 835-6. 

, Henry, Prior of, 133 n. 

, PhiHp, Prior o^ 322, 329. 

Woodhouse, (Shiffnal) Hamondde, 319. 
, , Henry son of, 819, 



820. 



-, Roger de, 320. 



Worcester, Bishop of, 251. 

J J Wulstan, 80. 

, , Godfrey GifiGArd, 

233-5. 
Wroc^orthin, Adam de, 188 ». 
Wrottesley, Adam de^ 864 «. 

, Sir William de, 829 n. 

Wroxeter, Chregory Chaplain of, 188 f». 
Wurgena, 112 n. 

Wyke, Elyas de. Clerk, 311, 829 n, 
, Herbert de (Seneschal of Idsall), 

92 », 119 n, 130 m, 299, 810, 828 «. 
-, Herbert de (II), 181 «. 298 f» 6w, 



300 n, 310-1, 31911, 321 •» 322 «, 328fi. 
>, John son of^ 811, 818 «. 



324 m, 325 m. 

, Robert de, 810, 827 m. 

, Robert Provost (of), 299. 



-, Thomas de, 128, 311. 



Wystereston, Sir William de, 300 m. 

Y. 

York, Archbishop of, 99 n, 

, , Thomas (II), 196, 197. 

, , Walter Giffard, 228- 

230, 232-3. 
York, H. Dean o^ 188 m. 
Ythel, V. Ithel. 
Yust, or Thwst, 16 m. 

Z. 

Zouche (of Ashby), 165 n, 185, 191, 206 m, 
208, 209, 218 », 326-7. 
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Zouche (of Ashby), Alan la (I), 177 », 

20S, 210, 212, 281 1^ 299. 
^ J Adelioia, wife of, 208. v, 

Beimels. 
, , Philip, Bon of, 208, 212. 



, Alan la (II), 179, 209, 210 ». 

220-224, 218 «, 220-224, 229, 286,237, 

238, 242, 827. 

, , Alice, slater of, 209, 222. 



237, V. Harcourt. 

-, Helen, wife of, 209, 218ii, 



220, V. Qoinoi. 

, , Lora, sister of, 209. v. 



Sanford. 



, , William, alleged brother 

of, 209, V. Zouche of Mortimer. 

-, Eudo, or Ito, alleged son 



of, 209, V. Zouche of Haiyngworth. 

, Alan la (III) 209, 236, 

, , Elene, daughter of, 209. 



Zouche (of Ashby), Elizabeth, daughter 

of Alan la (HI^ 189, 209. 
, Maud, daughter of Alan la (EII), 

209. 
, Roger la (I), 25, 177, 178, 208, 

210 ft, 212-220, 223, 233, 238, 248-9, 

250, 256, 326. 

-, Margaret, wife of, 208. 



, Eoger la (U), 209. 

, William la, alias de Beimels, 208. 

210 ft, 212, 217, 218 n, 248-9, 250. 
Zouche of Haryngworth, 209. 
Zouche (of Mortimer), 209. 

i William la, ancestor of, 209. 

, William la (1315), 180, 239. 

Z(mcAe, JSarU of Brittany 1 210 n. 

, Alan lOy 210 «. 

, , Hoffer, son of, 210 ii. 

, , WiUiamy grandson of, 

210 ft. 
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